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Current Topics. 


The New County Court Judge. 

Mr. R. H. Ampauerr, K.C., has been appointed a Judge of 
County Courts to fill the vacancy created by the death of the 
Hon. Antuur Russe.t. He was called to the bar in 1871, aud 
is Recorder of Worcester and chairman of the Worcestershire 
Quarter Sessions. 


The late Attorney-General. 


Ir Hap been feared for some time that the state of Sir Joun 
Lawson Watrton’s health might compel him to resiga his office 
at, or soon after, the meeting of Parliament, but the uews of his 
sudden death came as a great shock. When he became Attorney- 
General we anticipated tor him a successful career, and we think 
that his calm and broad judgment, admirable fuculiy of lucid 
exposition, and unusual tact and persuasive power justified the 
prediction. Unfortunately, however, persistent ill-health marred 
his success, and the circumstances attending the Trades Disputes 
Bill of 1906, when the Government, after he had elaborately 
expounded and defended the limitation originally contained in the 
Bul, threw bim over in deference to the Labour Party, did not tend 
to increase his influence in the House. People huve wondered 
why he did not resign his position after this rebuff; but it may be 
taken that satisfactory explanations and apologies were tendered to 
him. Personally he was a most attractive man, courteous and 
kindly, with a perfect manner. Those who met him in consulta- 
tion before he took office will agree that for knowledge of his 
papers, appreciation of the leading points in the case, and tactful 
suggestions as to its conduct, he had few equals. The question of 
who is to succeed him is, if rumour is to be trusted, the subject of 
something like a battle royal—a very active member of the 
Cabinet being understood to be using his influence strongly in 
favour of a compatriot, who has, no doubt, several qualifications for 
the office. 


The Labours of Crown Officers. 


Tue pgatm of the Attorney-General, two years after his 
appointment, will probably be attributed in some measure to the 
heavy duties of his office. But the labours of the Crown officers 
have been materially diminished since it was arranged, some 
years ago, that they should take no part in private practice while 
in the service of the Crown. There is good reason to believe 
that overwork, both on circuit and in London, had begun to tell 
on Sir Jonn Lawson Wanton even before he entered Parlia- 
ment, and his unhealthy appearance was u source of anxiety to 
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his friends and a subject of conversation in the profession. In 
days when the Attorney-General, in addition to his legal and 
Parliamentary duties, had to struggle with a large private prac- 
tice, one can only be surprised to hear that he lived through these 
labours and commenced ‘a ‘new career on-the bench. But the 
th was marked by failures. Those living can remember that 
ir Witt1am Fouvett died shortly after taking office ; that Sir 
Witt AtHErton’s resignation from ill-health was quickly 
followed by his death; that Sir Henry Jacxson and Sir Joan 
Rott broke down soon after leaving the bar for the bench; and 
that, finally, che career of Sir Joun Kanstaxe closed soon after 
his last appointment as Attorney-General. We have reason to 
know that the regulation against the private practice of the 
Crown officers was, when it was first introduced, vigorously 
criticized by influential members of the profession. But this 
criticism would hardly be persisted in at the present day. 


Lord Blackburn and his Practice at the Bar. 


Iw A PARAGRAPH in one of the Sunday newspapers we read 
that the test in England of what is a practising barrister has 
usually been that of a barrister having and using chambers, and 
not necessarily that he is receiving briefs, as if that test had been 
applied to ‘‘ Baron BLacksurn ” the bench would have lost one 
of its most famous occupants. If these words mean that Mr. 
Justice (not Baron) BracksuRw was not in receipt of briefs at 
the time when he was raised to the bench, we can only say that 
the statement is wholly inaccurate. Mr. Corin Bracksurn had, 
we believe, very little business on the Northern Circuit, of which 
he was a member, but he had a fair practice in mercantile causes 
in London, as can easily be ascertained by any one who refers to 
the law reports published in the years between 1855 and 1859. 
In a discussion which took place in the House of Lords upon his 
appointment to the bench, Lord Lynpuurst described Mr. 
Biacksurn as an excellent arguer of a law case. The 
ex-Chancellor had probably derived his knowledge from a 
espe of the reports, as it is difficult to see what opportunities 

e could ever have had of listening to the arguments which 
received his commendation. The practice of Mr. BLackBURN 
was, of course, less than that of several of his contemporaries who 
never obtained judicial preferment, and there was a story that a 
well-known member of the Northern Circuit, who occasionally 
allowed himself some license of speech—being interrupted by the 
new judge with the observation, “ Mr. , | remember that in 
a@ case in which I was engaged when at the bar ”-—was ill- 
natured enough to say in an under-tone, “I have no doubt your 
ae recollects all the cases in which you appeared at the 

ar.’’ 


** Goods for Sale or Return.” 


Aw action of much novelty was recently tried by CaanneEtt, 
J., without a jury. It was brought by the plaintiffs, who carried 
on the business of furriers and milliners, to recover from the 
defendant and his wife, who occupied a house in Kensington, the 
value of three sable stoles. It appeared from the evidence of a 
kitchen-maid employed by the defendants that boxes containing 
the articles above referred to were brought to the house by a 
young man, and that she received them. About ten minutes 
afterwards another man called, and asked for the boxes, saying 
that there had been a mistake at the shop. This man wore no 
uniform, and there was nothing to distinguish him as the servant 
of the plaintiffs. The servant packed up the boxes and returned 
them to him, without the least suspicion that he was a stranger, 
or that he had come upon an unlawful errand. The evidence of the 
lady to whom the boxes were sent (who was one of the defendants), 
was that she had only ordered hats to be sent to her, but that the 
plaintiffs had sent the fur stoles in addition to what was ordered. 
The plaintiffs, on the other hand, said that the lady had expressed 
a wish to see some stoles which she had described, and that they 
had accordingly been sent to her. These stoles having been 
received by the defendants, and never having been returned, the 
fair inference from the facts would be that there was a con- 
ditional sale of goods which was completed by the omission to 
return them. This ingenious argument was rejected by the 





learned judge, who came to the conclusion that the articles were 


defendants were entitled to judgment. 
nicety would, we think, have arisen if it had appeared that the 
defendants had actually ordered the goods to be sent to them 
“on approval,” and that they had been returned to the fraudulent 
personator before the defendants had had an opportunity of 
inspecting them. It would then seem that the defendants were 
bailees of the goods, and only liable for their value if the act of 
parting with them to a stranger amounted to negligence. Each 
case would depend upon its particular circumstances, but. we 
have little doubt that a large proportion of domestic servants 
would have been deceived by the false messenger and would have 
allowed him to carry away the parcel. 


Lloyd’s Bonds, 

Ir 1s sTATED in one of the financial papers that there has been 
a rumour that a well-known railway company is borrowing money 
by the issue of what are known as Lloyd’s bonds. This rumour, 
it appears, is wholly unfounded, but the writer of the article adds, 
that Lloyd’s bonds are a convenient way of raising funds without 
parliamentary sanction. This statement is open to some criticism. 
A Lloyd’s bond, as is well known, is an instrument under the 
seal of a corporation admitting the indebtedness to a person named 
therein in a sum specified in the bond and containing a promise 
by the corporation to that person to repay him that amount on a 
future day and interest at a fixed rate; the bond taking its name 
from Mr. J. H. Luoyp, who introduced it. If these bonds are 
issued merely for the purpose of borrowing money, there cau be no 
doubt that the effect of the Railway Regulation Act, 1844, 
and the Companies Clauses Act, 1845 (as incorporated in the 
special Acts of railway companies), is to render the bonds invalid 
and prevent them from being enforced by the obligees. But 
there instruments may be useful in a different way. A com- 
pany which has expended the whole of its capital and reached the” 
extent of its borrowing powers may still incur debts to con- 
tractors and others for rolling stock and other articles connected 
with the equipment of the railway, and the Lloyd’s bonds, when 
handed to the creditors as an acknowledgment of the debts, may 
be convenient, as pointing to a particular portion of the debt 
actually due and facilitating an equitable assignment of it. The 
creditor, notwithstanding the statutes, may recover against the 
company what is due to him for work done, and the bond enables 
an assignee of the debt, such as a bank which has made advances 
to its customer, to stand in the shoes of the creditor. Trans- 
actions such as this may add largely to the unfunded debt of the 
company. But it must always be remembered that if there was 
never any debt, and the instrument was intended merely for the 
purpose of borrowing money, and not for meeting a liability, it 
cannot be regarded as a valid security. 


Appointment of Protector of a Settlement. 


UNDER THE Fines and Recoveries Act, 1833, a settlor who is 
creating an estate tail as part of the limitations of a settlement 
has the option of either allowing the office of protector to go, 
under section 22, to the owner of the first life estate prior to the 
estate tail, or of appointing, under section 32, any number of 
persons in esse, not exceeding three, to be protector of the settle- 
ment in lieu of the life tenant. Section 32 is not easy to construe, 
and it is probably due to the fact that this special power of 
nominating to the office is but rarely used, that there have not 
been more decisions upon it. But the recent decision of the Court of 
Appeal in Re Bayley- Worthington and Cohen's Contract (1908, 1Ch. 
26) follows that of Mauins, V.C., in Bell vy. Holtby (L. R. 15 Eq. 
178) in holding that, in the absence of a coutrary direction in the 
settlement, the office survives, so that upon the death of two out of 
three persons specially appointed protector, a consent to the barring 
of the estate tail can be given by thesurvivor. In the present case 
the estate tail was created by will, and the testator, for the purpose, 
as he stated, of preventing the entail from being barred or 
destroyed as long as was legally possible, had appointed three — 
persons to be protector, and had expressly excluded the life~ 
tenant from acting even during a vacancy in the office. In the” 
case of the death or retirement of any of the persons appointed 
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number of three persons shall and may from time to time fill the 
snid office.” Nevrtze, J., held that these words shewed an 
intention that the office of protector should be exercised by three 
ons and three persons only, and he held that a disentailing 
deed executed with the consent of the sole survivor of the three 
rsons appointed as protector in the will was ineffectual ; although 
fe admitted, in accordance with Bell v. Holtby (supra), that in 
the absence of such intention the office would suryive. The 
Court of Appeal, however, have declined to give this novel effect 
to a direction that the number of the donees of a power is to be 
kept up. The power is in its nature one that is capable of sur- 
yiving, and the direction to fill vacancies is, like a direction to 
appoint trustees, merely directory. Till the vacancies are filled 
the survivor is entitled to exercise the office of protector alone, 
and in the present case, therefore, the estate tail had been 
effectually barred. 


The Torts of the Domestic Cat. 

AN INTERESTING attempt to extend the area of the liability of 
householders was made some days ago in the Westminster 
County Court in an action for £4 1s. 4d. damages by Roperr 
DuntHoRNe against Samugt Frrer. The plaintiff had a 
picture gallery at Vigo-street, and on opening it one morning it 
was found that there were bloodstains on the draperies and chair 
covers; a hole in the glass in the roof and a strange cat with 
wounded feet on the premises. It was found that the cat belonged 
to the defendant, the caretuker at the New Gallery, Regent- 
street. It was contended on behalf of the plaintiff that the 
owner of a cat was liable for any damage it committed. The 
defendant stated that there was no hole in the glass when he was 
informed of what had happened, and as to the other damage, he 
expressed willingness to wash the articles, but the plaintiff in- 
sisted on having new ones. The judge did not wish it to be 
understood that he held that the owner of a cat was not re- 
sponsible for damage done by it, but, on the facts in the case, he 
found that the plaintiff was not entitled to recover, and we can 
see no objection to this decision. That the cat was guilty of 
a trespass in climbing the roof is probable enough, but the law 
could hardly take any account of the mere trespass, inasmuch as all 
eats are chartered trespassers. The breaking of the glass, and 
the quick descent of the animal into the gallery, were no doubt 
involuntary, inasmuch as the animal had no wish to injure itself. 
But there are many cases in daily life in which the grievance from 
the act of strange cats is more evident. It is well known that these 
animals find their way into the houses and gardens of neighbours, 
devouring food in the kitchens, destroying birds in their cages, 
treading down flowers, and committing other depredations. Is 
the owner of the cat liable in an action by the party aggrieved ? 
In deciding this question some regard must be had to uninter- 
rupted usage and the habits of mankind. Cats have from time 
immemorial been kept by the majority of Englishmen ; it is 
practically impossible to keep them in close confidement, and 
although there is no set-off in matters of tort, the neighbour to 
whom I complain of the trespasses of his cat may often reply that 
he has suffered from similar trespasses by an animal of which I 
am the owner. If all these trespasses and petty larcenies are to 
be brought into the county courts, the business will be so far 
increased that it may be necessary to add to the roll of judyes. 
We assume, of course, that each householder keeps no more than 
reasonable number of cats. We have heard that as many as 
sixteen have been kept by the occupier of a small house in the 
siburbs. In such a case there is less difficulty in imagining that 
there may be a cause of action, though it is probable that the 
bye-laws of the local authorities give a more summary remedy. 


Stealing Pheasants’ Eggs. 


Tuere were refreshing reminiscences of old times about the 
arguments before the Court for the Consideration of Crown Cases 

eserved in the recent case of Rex v. Stride and Another. 
The charge was that one defendant did steal 1,000 pheasants’ 
eggs ‘of the goods and chattels of, and of and belonging to, G.,” 
aud that the other defendant did receive the eggs knowing them 
tohave been stolen. Now, whatever the real fact may be, there 
seems to be a presumption that pheasants are fera nature, and 
that, therefore, they are not the subject of larceny. As to the 
‘gs of wild birds, whether they are game birds or not, it seem 








to be the law that there can be no larceny of them from the nest. 
If the bird is not private pro , it seems only reasonable that 


the egg is not private property. Hence, in Reg. v. Coz (1 C. & K. 
494), where the prisoner was indicted for reling three eggs, of 
the value of twopence, of the and cha of H.,” it was 
held by Turpat, O.J., that the indictment was bad in the absence 
of any statement as to what sort of eggs they were, for “ they 
might have been adder’s eggs or some other species not the 
subject of larceny.”’ Although some doubt as to the correct- 
ness of the decision was ex by Pottock, C.B., in Reg, 
v. Gallears (1 Den. 501), it seems difficult to defend the indict- 
ment. An indictment should shew with the utmost precision the 
nature of the crime charged, and whenever, the words used are 
so wide as to include an act which is not indictable, there does 
seem to be sound ground for objection to the indictment. There 
can be no doubt that the carcase of a wild animal, or the eggs of 
a wild bird, may become the subject of larceny by being first 
reduced into possession. This does not seem to have ever been 
seriously disputed, but the indictment should shew that the thing 
stolen in such case had been reduced into possession. And so in the 
old case of Rex v. Rough (2 East. P. C. 607), an indictment for 
stealing “‘a pheasant of the goods and chattels of A.” was held 
to be bad. Now, it is quite clear that in the construction of 
indictments the High Court becomes every year less and leas 
favourable to any interference with the course of justice on the 
ground of technicalities which have no real merits. An 
indictment should be drawn so that the accused may know 
exactly what charge he has to meet. When an indictment 
satisfies this requirement, in our opinion a conviction thereon 
should never be set aside. In the light of the old cases it is 
probable that the judges of the would not have approved of 
the indictment in Rez v. Stride, as the High Court have just 
done. We do not think the indictment satisfies the old require- 
ments, and we think it would have been wiser to have inserted 
words expressly shewing that the eggs had been reduced into 
possession by the person in whom the property was laid. - However, 
it is hard to see how the accused could be in any way misled as 
to the nature of the charge against him. An egg wrongfully 
taken from a pheasant’s nest in a wood, it is true, cannot be the 
subject of larceny; but if it is collected by a gamekeeper and 
placed in a shed, it is reduced into possession, it is the chattel of 
the keeper’s master, and he who takes it may be indicted for 
larceny. The mere fact, however, of charging the larceny of so 
large a number as 1,000 eggs almost implies the collection of the 
eggs and their reduction into possession. But the indictment did 
contain words which the court seem to have held to be sufficient 
to amount to an allegation of ownership. In addition to the 
ordinary words “of the goods and chattels of G.,” there were the 
words “‘ and of and belonging toG.” These words were treated by 
counsel for the defendant as mere surplusage, and it is difficult to 
say how they expand the ordinary words or add anything to their 
meaning. The court, however, were of opinion that they had this 
effect, and amounted to an allegation of ownership in G. not con- 
tained in the ordinary words. Their reasons for this opinion were 
not given by the judges with any directness—probably from 
inability so to do, At any rate, the added words shewed the court 
a way, which they were Paap to follow, of avoiding either a 
miscarriage of justice or overruling of decisions founded on 
the ancient principles of the common law. 


Estate Duty on Legacies Payable Out ofa 
Mixed Fund. 

Ir was been settled that estate duty in respect of real estate is 
not a testamentary expense so as to be payable out of a fund 
which has been appropriated by a will for payment of “ testa- 
mentary expenses.” In the case of personal estate, the estate. 
duty takes the place of probate duty, and the payment of estate 
duty is as essential in order to obtain probate as was f 
the payment of probate duty. “Hence it ranks now, as 
duty formerly did, as a testamentary expense: Re Clemow g m 
2 Ch. 182). But the estate duty on real estate is on a di t. 
footing. It is optional with the executor whether he will pay it. 
or no, and siace the payaient is not esseatial for obtaining 
probate, it does not rank as a testamentary expense. Hence, a 
direction in a will that all testamentary expeases shall be paid out 
of residuary personalty does not throw upon this fand the estate 
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duty payable on real estate: Re Sharman (1901, 2 Ch. 280). 
Such duty is payable by the persons who take the real estate or 
its proceeds in proportion to their beneficial interests. Where 
legaciés are charged on the proceeds of sale of real estate, the 
whole duty must be taken out of the fund, and then it must be 
deducted rateably from the legacy of each legatee and also from 
the residue: Berry v. Gaukroger (1903, 2 Ch. 116). In Re 
Trenchard (1905, 1 Ch. 82) Wargincorton, J., suggested that the 
rule which excludes estate duty on real estate from “ testamentary 
expenses”’ might not apply in a case where the expenses were 
directed to be paid out of a mixed fund. “I can see,” he said, 
“a great difference between a direction to pay testamentary 
expenses out of personalty and a direction to pay them out of a 
mixed fund. I think an argument may well be founded on that 
distinction.”” But the question was not raised in that case, and 
the learned judge did not decide it. In the recent case of Ie 
Spencer Cooper (1908, 1 Ch. 130), however, the argument has 
been tried, and has failed. A will contained a direction for sale 
and conversion of real and residuary personal estate, and for 
ge of testamentary expenses and legacies out of the proceeds. 

he effect was to make the legacies payable proportionately out of 
the real and the personal estate, and it was argued that under 
these circumstances the entire estate duty on the legacies was 
payable out of the mixed fund. But the nature of the fund out 
of which testamentary expenses are directed tov be paid cannot 
affect the nature of such expenses themselves. So far as the 
legacies were payable out of real estate the estate duty was not, 
according to the above decisions, a testamentary expense, and it 
did not become so because a particular fund, which included 
realty and personalty, was made liable to pay testamentary 
expenses. Hence the legacies had to bear their share of the 
estate duty on the real estate. 


Danger from Ginger Beer Bottles. 

Ong or the most recent actions for negligence—Oldfeld v. 
Mowbray § Co. (Limited)—presented some curious features, 
though a verdict for the defendants prevented any question of 
law from being reserved for decision. It was an action by a 
barmaid against brewers at Grantham for injury sustained by her 
in her employment through their negligence. She was employed 
by an innkeeper who retailed ginger beer in glass bottles with 
marble stoppers, and had been told to take some of these bottles 
from the stores to the bar. While so engaged, one of the bottles 
which she was carrying in her right hand burst and injured her 
head, depriving her of the sight of one eye. It was not disputed 
that the defendants were the makers of the ginger beer, and that 
they had supplied it to the inn, but they contended that there 
had been no breach of duty on their part with regard to the 
plaintiff. They did not themselves manufacture the bottles, 
but procured them from well-known dealers, and there was 
nothing to shew that the ginger beer had not been bottled 
with due care. The manager of the bottle works stated 
that all their works had been properly tested, and that 
he had never known of a similar accident. It appeared, 
however, that bottles occasionally burst when they were being 
filled, and that the workmen employed to fill them wore masks 
and gauntlets. It would be difficult in these circumstances to 
assign blame to the bottle manufacturers, the brewer and bottler, 
or the innkeeper, and the jury were probably right in finding a 
verdict for the defendants. The plaintiff being “a person who 
worked under a contract of service with an employer’? within the 
meaning of the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906, would primd 
facie be entitled, irrespective of negligence, to compensation from 
his employer, but the date of the accident, or some other sufficient 
reason, may have led to the present action. 


A Lessor’s Covenant to Pay Land Tax. 


Upon rue literal construction of a covenant by a lessor to pay 
the land tax charged on the demised premises, the lessor would 
seem to be liable to pay the entire land tax for the time being, 
notwithstanding that he receives only a ground-reut and that the 
tax is charged on the improved value of the property. But ina 
series of cases, including Watson y. Home(7 B. & C. 285), a 
more restricted view has been taken of the lessor’s liability, and 
it has been held that his covenant only extends to so much of the 
land tax as is charged in respect of the rent reserved to him. In 





land tax was increased as well. “It seems to me,” said 
Hotroyrp, J., “that the effect of the covenant in this case 
is to make the landlord and tenant contribute respectively 
to the taxes in proportion to the benefit which they receive 
from the land.”” The literal correctness of this construction 
may be doubted, but no question can be made as to its justice, 
and the Court of Appeal adopted it in the recent case of 
Mansfield vy. Relf (1908, 1 K. B. 71). It was objected that 
in Watson v. Home the buildings were erected subsequently to 
the lease, while in the present case the buildings had already 
been erected when the lease was granted. But the same objection 
was taken and overruled in Smith v. Humble (15 C. B. 321), 
The point is not at what date the land was improved, but whether 
the rent is reserved in respect of the original or the improved 
value. Where it is reserved in respect of the original value—that 
is, where it is a ground-rent—the lessor is liable only for a part 
of the land tax proportionate to the ground-rent, and the lessee 
pays the rest, notwithstanding the covenant. It seems unfortunate 
that a similar equitable construction has not been applied in 
regard to a lessee’s covenant to pay “ outgoings ”’ or “ impositions.” 
If these could have been restricted to the lessee’s proper share, 
many very unsatisfactory decisions on such covenants would have 
been avoided. Yet in principle the two cases are the same. 


The Educational Scheme of the Law Society. 

WE ABE informed that lectures and classes for the new term 
commenced on Wednesday, and will be continued till about the 
middle of March. ‘The usual subjects are offered for Final and 
Intermediate students, with the addition of a special course on 
Negotiable Intsuments, by Mr. Donor. Special classes are 
offered in Mortgages of Land (the Principal), Bills of Sale (Mr. 
LatrEr), and Easements and Profits (Mr. Baynes). The degree 
classes in Jurisprudence and Roman Law will be continued from 
last term. 








The Difficulties of a Returning 
Officer. 


A retuRN(NG officer at an election has, at the best, a somewhat 
anxious time during the election on account of the importance 
and responsibility attaching to the esact performance of his 
statutory duties, the multitudinous details of those duties, the 
pressure of time at which some of them have to be performed, 
and the liability of being made respondent to an election petition 
for any serious mistakes made during the election by him or his 
subordinates. 

A case decided last week by Bicnam and Pariirmore, JJ.— 
The Oldham (Clarksfield Ward) Municipal Election Petition 
(reported ante, p. 192)—has perhaps somewhat added to one of 
the difficulties he has to encounter, in determining for which 
candidate a voter has recorded his vote in cases where the voter 
has not made a cross, and a cross alone, in the part of the ballot 
paper allotted to the candidate he favours. Where a large majority 
separates the two candidates, practically little anxiety is ca 


in the endeavour to arrive at the correct figures, as they matter. 
but little, but where, as happened in this case, the numbers are. 


so close as possibly to be equal, much responsibility and no little 
anxiety, especially in an important parliamentary election, attaches 
to his decision on such ballot papers. It must be remembered, too, 
that everything around him is urging him to a speedy decision, 
and that prastically he has no time for long consideration of any 
particular papers, and for carefully studying and weighing decisions 
given by the judges when similar papers have been consid 

by them on the hearing of election petitions. The question for 
decision, with regard to a doubtful ballot paper, it is true, wi 

probably be in almost every case one of fact, and therefore 
to a certain extent he is independent of these deci-ions; but 


it is safe to say that no returning officer would venture t: 


ignore them when in point, and it may be said to be his 


duty to carefully consider them, since in 1876 a Committee of: 
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Watson v. Home the lessor covenanted specifically to pay the lang — 
tax ‘‘already charged or to be charged’’ in respect of the demised 

land. The rent was £79; the value of the land was improved 
subsequently to the granting of the lease by building, and the 
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the House of Commons unanimously recommended that the Home 
Office should forward to every returning officer the case and 
judgment in Woodward v. Sarsons (L. R. 10 C. P, 783), in which 
facsimiles of ballot papers decided upon by the court were set 
out. It is, perhaps, a matter for regret that other decisions 
have not been similarly circulated, since this case by no means 
now stands alone in its importance with respect to the duties of 
returning officers. 

In order to make the point of the latest decision clear, it is 
necessary to bear in mind that under the Ballot Act the returning 
officer is, znter alia, bound to disallow votes recorded on ballot 
papers if (a) the voter has voted for more candidates than he was 
entitled to; (5) if the mark or marks are so placed as to make it 
uncertain for which candidate the voter intended to vote. In the 
case just decided votes which were objected to by the parties as 
coming under both of these heads were considered. To take 
them in order: (a) It is well settled that where there is a mark 
other than a cross against the name of one candidate it counts as 
a good vote for him, even though it be somewhat fantastic in 
shape, provided it appears on the whole to have been the 
intention of the voter to favour that candidate with his support, 
and the mark cannot be said to be one by which the voter can be 
identified. The leading cases on this point are Woodward vy. 
Sarsons (ubi supra, a municipal election), where Lord CotertpcEe 
pointed out that the directions on the form of ballot paper 
contained in Schedule II. to the Ballot Act as to marking the 
paper with a cross are directory only and need not be exactly 
followed if substantially obeyed; and Cirencester (Parliamentary) 
(4 O'M. & H. 194), where Mr. Justice Hawxtns expressed the 
opinion that the Ballot Act should be interpreted liberally, and 
effect should be given to any mark on the face of the paper which, 
in the opivion of the court, clearly indicated the intention of the 
voter to vote, in whatever form that mark appeared, subject, of 
course, to other objections, such as identification. Where the 
ballot paper contains two similar marks, one for each candidate, 
it is apparent that it comes within this class, and is therefore 
bad. It would seeni to follow, therefore, that where there is a 
cross against one name and a clear mark other than a cross—e.g., 
a straight stroke—against the other name, the voter has also put 
himself in this class, since both the cross and the mark, if standing 
alone, would be good votes. This view was taken in Buckrose (Par- 
liamentary) (4 O’M. & H. 111), and probably is the one genera'ly 
acted upon by returning officers, since illustrations have found their 
way into most, of the text-books on the subject. Some litt'e doubt 
may be said to have been thrown upon it, however, by some of 
the decisions on ballot papers in the Cirencester petition alluded 
to above, but it is possible to distinguish the cases, as the marks 
were generally very vague, In the case decided last week, 
however, the marks were quite clear and in a more favourable 
position for the second candidate than in the Buckrose case, but 
Mr. Justice Braenam, and, with a little more hesitation, Mr. 
Justice Parttrmore, have declined to follow that case, and have 
taken the broad view that a cross against the name of one candi- 
date is not defeated by the presence of a mark other than a 
cross against the name of the other, sugggesting that in such 
cases the latter mark may possibly be taken to be indicatory of the 
Voter’s intention not to vote for that candidate, merely shewing 
that his name had been noticed but was not favoured. 

There is a good deal to be said in favour of this v ew, 
especially since it may be said that the cases within the last ten 
years display a tendency to count a vote as good wherever it is in 
any way possible, and this case is, therefore, only a further 
illustration of that tendency; but it is quite apparent that the 
returning officer will be somewhat puzzled to know what to do in 
similar cases now that there is a manifest conflict of cases. 
Where judges differ on practically similar questions of 
fact, who shall siy which is the right view? And yet 
the importance of one view being universally adopted is 
obvious, especially in a keenly-contested general election where 
the numbers of votes and representatives of parties are running at 
all close. It is hardly likely that such a question will be decided 


by the Court of Appeal, since the question is, as Mr. Justice 
Bigham remarked during the hearing of this case, purely one of 
fact ; and it may be that on such questions no appeal lies, though 
on questions of Jaw an appeal undoubtedly does lie if the court 





ives leave; Beresford-Hope v. Lady Sandhurst (23 Q. B. D. 79), 

nwin v. McMullen (1891, 1 Q. B. 694). Any suggestion by 
the Home Office is most improbable under the circumstances, 
and the Ballot Act is hardly likely to be altered by making 
a cross the obligatory mark and all other marks bad or 
superfluous, as the case may be. A returning officer, therefore, 
can only make up his mind beforehand which view he intends to 
take, and leave it to be upset or supported on a petition claiming 
arecount. Thisis fortunately not an expensive way of the can- 
didates finally determining their rights, but yet it is one which 
ought not to be caused through a doubt as to what course to follow 
owing to conflicting decisions, 

(6) One vote which might possibly have been said to come 
within this class also occurred in the recent case. The two 
learned judges, without any hesitation on the part of either, again 
followed the principle mentioned above and decided that, provided 
any part of the cross is within the space allotted to one of the 
candidates and no part comes in that allotted to the other, 
it is a good vote, even though nearly all the cross, including 
the intersection, is outside the ruled space altogether and not 
opposite the name of either candidate. In this case the cross was put 
above the top line of the space allotted to the candidate first named 
on the ballot paper, but the two ends of it just crossed that line. 
No previous reported case exactly on all fours exists, though in 
three previous petitions (Berwick, 3 O’M. & H. 182; Stepney, 
4 O’M. & H. 37; and Buckrose, 4 O’M. & H. 110) votes were 
held bad when the cross was placed outside andabove the ruled 
altogether. The nearest case is the Buckrose one (%#)i supra), where 
the cross was in much the same position, though no part of it 
actually touched the top line. In future it may be presumed that 
returning officers will be guided in this respect by the decision in 
the recent case, and if on the whole it can be thought that the 
voter intended to vote for either candidate, but through short- 
sightedness or some other ailment made his mark just above or 
below the ruled space allotted to the top or bottom candidate, it 
will be held to be a good vote for that candidate. 

Where the mark is opposite the name, but outside the ruled 
space, it is now clear from the recent decision in the Pontardawe 
case (Rural District Council) (23 Times L. R, 538) that the vote 
is good. It may perhaps here be suggested that there should be 
no margin outside the ruled spaces on the ballot paper, right or 
left, or at the bottom of the paper. At the top there must pre- 
sumably still remain an unruled space for the words “ Form of 
Ballot Paper,” which occur in the form of ballot paper given in 
Schedule II. of the Ballot Act, but if this is not absolutely essential, 
no margin whatever outside the ruled spaces sould be allowed. 








The Small Holdings and Allotment 
Act, 1907. 


Tue Small Holdings and Allotment Act of last session, which 
came into operation on the Ist inst., is intended to infuse fresh 
vitality into the schemes for making agricultural land available for 
actual cultivators, which are already incorporated in the Small 
Holdings Act, 1892, and the Allotments Acts, 1887 and 1890; 
and, in order to understand its effect, a short review of the earlier 
statutes is necessary. 

The Allotments Act, 1897, imposed upon sanitary authorities 
of urban and rural districts (now district councils), when set in 
motion by a represatation in writing by six resident parliamentary 
electors or ratepayers, the duty of inquiring as to the existence 
of a demand in the district, or in any parish in a rural 
district, for allotments for the labouring population. If there 
was such a demand, and if suitable allotments could not 
be obtained at a reasonable rent and on _ reasonable 
conditions by voluntary arrangement between landowners and the 
applicants for allotments, then the sanitary authority were by 
purchase or hire to acquire any suitable land which might be 
available, and to let it in allotments to persons belonging to the 
labouring population resident in the district or parish: section 2 
(1). But a sanitary authority were not to acquire land save at 
such price or rent as to cover all expenses, except expenses 
incurred in making roads to be ysed by the public, Section 3 








206 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 


Jan. 25, 1908.) 





—— 





incorporated the clauses of the Lands Clauses Act, 1845, except 
the compulsory clauses. If suitable land could not be obtained 
by agreement, the sanitary authority might petition the county 
authority, and the county authority might thereupon put the 
compulsory clauses of the Act of 1845 into operation by means 
of a provisional order to be confirmed by statute. The sanitary 
authority might improve any land thus acquired by them and 
Sar it for letting in allotments by draining, fencing, making 

s, kc. (section 5), and might make regulations (subject to 
confirmation by the Local Government Board) for letting the 
allotments and might appoint allotment managers (section 6). 
Section 7 required that the rents should be fixed so as to ensure 
the sanitary authority against loss; that an allotment should not 
exceed one acre, and should not be sublet; and that no building 
other than a toolhouse, shed, greenhouse, fowlhouse, or pigstye 
should be erected on an allotment. Section 9 provided for the 
election of allotment managers for a parish by the Parliamentary 
electors of the parish ; and section 10 regulated the defraying of 
expenses and the application of receipts. 

The Act of 1887 contemplated that sanitary local authorities 
would perform the duties imposed upon them, and it made no pro- 
vision for default. This omission was supplied by the Act 
of 1890, which enabled persons who could make a representation 
to the sanitary authority, in the event of default by that authority, 
to petition the county council to put the Act of 1887 into force, 
For the purpose of the duty thus imposed on county councils a 
standing committee of the county council was to be appointed. 
If the county council were satisfied upon a local inquiry that land 
for allotments ought to be acquired, and if they passed a resolution 
to that effect, then the powers and duties of the sanitary authority 
under the Act of 1887, in respect of the district or parish, were 
transferred to the county council, but the county council might 
delegate to the sanitary authority the details of management. 
When parish councils were introduced by the Local Government 
Act, 1894, the initiative in respect of procuring ailotments 
was imposed on this new body by section 6 (3), and under 
section 9 the parish council might put the county council in motion 
to obtain land for allotments compulsorily, with a right of appeal 
against a refusal by the county council to the Local Government 
Board, and a like appeal was given to a district council where the 
petition to the county council had been made by such body. 
Section 10 gave the parish council power to hire land for allot- 
ments, with a right to resort to the county council, if necessary, 
for compulsory hiring. 

The Small Holdings Act, 1892, imposed the duty of providing 
small holdings upon the county councils. A small holding was 
defined as land acquired under the Act which exceeded one acre, 
and either did not exceed fifty acres, or, if exceeding fifty acres, 
was of an annual value, for income tax purposes, not exceeding 
£50. Where a county council were of opinion that there was 
such a demand for small holdings in their county as justified 
them in putting the Act into operation, they might acquire any 
suitable land for the purpose of providing smail holdings for persons 
who desired to buy and would themselves cultivate the holdings 
(section 1); or where, owing to the land having a prospective 
value as building land or otherwise, it was unsuitable for purchase 
for agricultural purposes, the county council might hire it 
(section 2). The voluntary part of the Lands Clauses Act, 
1845, was incorporated, but no provision was made for the 
compulsory taking of land. The county council might adapt 
land for small holdings aud erect buildings (section 3), 
aud where applicants were unable to buy, or where the 
land had been acquired by the county council on lease, the 
council might let it in holdings not exceeding fifteen acres 
(section 4(2)). By section 4 (3) the county council might sell or let 
one or more small holdings to a number of persons working on a 
co-operative system, provided the system was approved by the 
county council. County councils were to appoint committees to 
consider whether the Act should be put in force, and any one or 
more county electors might petition the county council, alleging 
that there was a demand for small holdings, and praying that the 
Act might be put in operation (section 5). Section 6 provided for 
payment of the purchase-money for small holdings sold by the 
county council, and section 9 regulated the conditions of tenure for 
twenty years from the sale and thereafter till the purchase-money 


and letting, and against the erection of more than one dwel 


was fully paid, These included conditions against subdividing 
house on any holding. Section 16 provided for the ne ali 4 


of holdings by a committee of the county council. Section 1§ 
prohibited a county council from acquiring land on such termy 
as would result in a loss, and the expense of proceedings under 
the Act were not to exceed a rate of a penny in the pound, 

The above is the general scheme of the Allotment Acts, 1887 
and 1890, and the Small Holdings Act, 1892. The Act of 1907 
repeals some of the sections, but the repeal in general affects only 
the mode of putting the powers of the statutes into operation and 
the compulsory acquisition of land. Very many of the provisions 
remain untouched and it will be necessary to read the earlier 
Acts in connection with the recent Act. The Act of 1907 consists 
of Part I., Small Holdings; Part II., Allotments; and Part IIL, 
General. There are two Schedules, the first containing provisions 
as to the compulsory purchase and hiring of land by a council, 
and the second specifying the parts of the statutes above referred 
to which are repealed. 

Small Holdings Commissioners.—As regards small holdings, 
the leading change is the creation of officials whose business 
it will be to inquire into the demand for such holdings and, 
through the Board of Agriculture, to put the county councils 
into motion. Where the county councils are inert the board 
will act for them, The board are to appoint two or more 
persons, possessed of a knowledge of agriculture, to be Small 
Holdings Commissioners (section 1). Section 2 provides that 
the commissioners, acting under the direction of the board, 
shall ascertain the extent to which there is a demand for small 
holdings in the several counties, or would be a demand if 
suitable land were available, and the extent to which it is reason- 
ably practicable, having regard to the provisions of the Small 
Holdings Act, 1892, to satisfy any such demand. For this 
purpose the commissioners will confer with the county councils, 
and may co-operate with such other authorities, associations, and 
persons as they think best qualified to assist them, and take such 
other steps as they think necessary. The county and other 
councils, on their side, may make representations on these matters 
to the Board of Agriculture, and they are to furnish the commis- 
sioners with such information and give them such other assistance 
as they may reasonably require. The commissioners will report to 
the Board of Agriculture, and will state whether it is desirable 
that a small holdings scheme should be made for the county and 
will indicate the nature of the proposals which should be embodied 
in the scheme. If in the course of their inquiries the commis- 
sioners receive any information as to the existence of a demand 
for allotments, they are to communicate the information to the 
county councils and other councils concerned. Under section 3, 
if the Board of Agriculture, after considering the report of the 
commissioners and any representation from the councils, are of 
opinion that a scheme should be made, they are to give the county 
council the opportunity of preparing a draft scheme. In prepuar- 
ing the draft the council must have regard to the proposals 
(if any) of the commissioners indicated in their report. The 
county council may also prepare draft schemes on their 
own initiative, but if they decline to frame a scheme 
after request by the board, or fail to prepare it within six months, 
the board may direct the commissioners to prepare a scheme. A 
draft scheme must specify (a) the localities in which land is to be 
acquired for small holdings; (4) the approximate quantity of 
land, and the number, nature, and size of small holdings to be 
provided ; (c) the grazing or other similar rights to be acquired; 
and (d) the time within which the scheme is to be carried into 
effect. Schemes may be made affecting two or more countics. 
Provision is made for the publication and advertising of draft 
schemes, and for the consideration of schemes and objections 
thereto by the board, and public local inquiries may be held, 
Ultimately the board will either settle and confirm the scheme, 
with or without modification, or will annul the scheme (section 
4). Ifa scheme is made, it will be the duty of the county 
council to carry it into effect, and, in default, the board must 
direct the commissioners to do so. If such an order is made the 
commissioners will have for the purpose all the powers of & 
county council in relation to small holdings under the Small 





Holdings Acts of 1892 and 1907. Any expenses so incurred by 
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them must be repaid by the council in default, and will be 
recoverable as a debt due to the Crown. Sums received by the 
commirsioners in respect of any land acquired will be paid to the 
council. Orders made by the board directing the commissioners 
to carry a scheme into effect are to be laid before Parliament. 

The remainder of Part I. consists of amendments of the Small 
Holdings Act, 1892. These, as well as the amendments as regards 
allotments and the general provisions, we must reserve for a 
further article. After these have been considered it will also- be 
convenient, in conclusion, to state shortly the nature of the 
facilities for obtaining small holdings and allotments as they 
now exist under the various statutes. Having regard to the 
extent to which the earlier statutes have been altered, and to the 
variety in the different local authorities concerned, the subject 
promises to become one of no little complication. An example 
of this is afforded by the doubt raised by a correspondent 
recently (ante, p. 170), whether, on the existing statutes, a county 
council have power to let a small holding to an individual, or 
whether their power is not confined to letting to co-operators. It 
might have been foreseen that the mode in which the Act of 
1892 has been dealt with would lead to difficult questions of 
construction. 








Twenty Years’ Enjoyment of Light. 


Ix our remarks on this subject (52 Sonicrrors’ Journat, 142) 
we restricted ourselves to a discussion of the right to light in so 
far as a claim thereto was based on the Prescription Act, 1832. 
It remains to consider whether a right to light can be established 
apart from that Act. 

At common law the plaintiff had to shew that he had enjoyed 
the right to light “ during legal memory,” the commencement of 
which was fixed by the Statute of Westminster 2, c. 46, at the 
coronation of King Ricnarp L., but the courts accepted proof 
of enjoyment during living memory (that is, so far as living 
witnesses could speak) as raising a presumption of an enjoyment 
during legal memory. But as the defendant, by proving that at 
any time since the reign of Ricnarp I. the right did not exist, or 
that there had been unity of ownership, could rebut this pre- 
sumption, the courts invented the fiction of a lost grant. The 
presumption was of a grant of the right by the owner of the 
inheritance of the servient tenement to the owner of the inheri- 
tance of the dominant tenement, and the presumption was not 
made unless the presumed grantor was capable of making the 
grant: Daniel v. North (1809, 11 East, 372), Barker v. 
Richardson (4 B. & Ald. 579). The presumption was made 
upon proof of twenty years’ enjoyment, and gave a good title 
to the right against all the world: Brightv. Walker (1 Cr. M. & R. 
211). The twenty years was a period in gross. 

The Prescription Act, 1832, was passed in consequence of the 
recommendations of the Real Property Commissioners, and by 
fixing a definite period ante litem motam for the proof of enjoy- 
ment of the right, and upon proof of such enjoyment making the 
right absolute and undefeasible, the intention was to shorten the 
period of legal memory and to render unnecessary the pleading 
of a lost grant: see Recommendation of Commissioners, First 
Report, p. 51. 

There is nothing new in the decision in Hyman v. Van de Bergh 
(52 Sotrcrrors’ Jourwat, 40, 114; 1907, 2 Ch. 516), so far as 
it decides that the period of enjoyment must be twenty years 
before action : see Cooper v. Hubback (1862, 12 C. B. N.8. 456). 
What is new in that decision is that an acknowledgment by the 
tenant of the dominant tenement before action brought is 
sufficient to destroy the rights (except, perhaps, the right to re- 
enter where the lease contains a covenant to yield up the demised 
premises with the appurtenances) of the freeholder; but the 
decision has no application to the right of a freeholder under a 
presumed grant, and it is difficult to see why the plaintiff in 
Hyman v. Van de Bergh did not elect to avail herself of the 
alternative plea: see R. 8. C., ord. 28, r. 1. A right under a 
presumed grant can surely be asserted at any time after the 
twenty years has once run, and the subsequent giving of an 


not take away any of the modes of claiming easements which 
existed before its passing: Aynsley v. Glover (1875, 10 Ch. 283), 
and it is difficult to conceive that the courts could at this time of 
day refuse to recognize the fiction of a lost grant. It must be. 
remembered, however, that no presumption of a lost grant would 
be made in the case of two lessees holding under a common land- 
lord: Morgan v. Fear (1907, A. C, 425). 








Reviews. 


Income Tax. 


Tue Acrs RELATING TO THE Income Tax. By the late Srernew 
Dowett, M.A. Srxtm Eprtion, REVISED, ALTERED, AND 
ConsIDERABLY ENLARGED; WITH CoMPLETE Notes, Onoss- 
REFERENCES, SUMMARIES OF STATUTORY Provisions, DEcIsIons 
AND SECTIONS ON Crown LAW AND PROCEDURE AFFECTING THE 
Revenve. By Jonn Epwin Pirrr, LL.B. non) Barrister- 
at-Law, Assistant Solicitor of Inland Revenue, Butterworth & Oo. 


The application of the Income.Tax Acts is, as the reports frequently 
shew, attended with no slight difficulty, and an immense mass of case 
law bas accumulated upon some of the provisions of the Acts of 1842 
and 1853. When in Schedule D in section 2 | Be Act of ro the 
Legislature taxed the profits or gains accruing to persons residing in 
the U nited Kingdom from any trade, whether carried on in the United 
Kingdom or elsewhere, the trouble which would arise in determinin 
the place of residence of a company was not foreseen, and it has hi 
to be overcome by @ series of cases of which De Beers Consolidated 
Mines v. Howe (1906, A. CO. 455) is one of the latest. These cases 
Mr. Piper has conveniently collected and summarized at pp. 172 and 
842. Another matter of considerable practical importance is the 
deduction of income tax on payment of interest—a deduction which is 
authorized by section 40 of the Act of 1853. But as this is confined 
to ‘yearly interest,” it is not allowed in the case of short loans 
(Goslings & Sharpe v. Blake, 23 Q. B. D. 324), a distinction which 
seems not to be justifiable as a matter of principle. Strictly, also, 
interest on short loans is not allowed to be deducted in estimating 
profits (Anglo-Continental Guano Co, v. Bell, 70 L. T. 670); but in 
many businesses this in fact ranks as an expense necessary for earning 
profits, and the deduction, a ee, F ys Bey is in practice 
allowed, notwithstanding that decision. is edition of Dowell has 
been carefully revised and brought up to date, and it furnishes 
reliable guidance on a particularly thorny subject. 





The Law_of Building. 


Tue Law oF Bur~pine AND DruaprmpatTions. By Ernest Topp, 
Barrister-at-Law. Eyre & Spottiswoode. 

The object of this book is to work out in detail the terms of such 
contracts as are usual in relating to building, notably the form of 
agreement and schedule of conditions issued by the Institute of 
British Architects. The various forms of contract, and also a form of 
building lease, are given in the Appendix, and their natures are 
explained in Chapter I. The form of lease is not given in paragraphs, 
and hence any ftsman who uses it ought to recast it so as to 
produce a draft in a modern and conv: t form. Some usefal 
remarks are made u the which the owner of the land 
obtains for advances made by him to the builder, and io particular in 
regard to the precautions to be taken with respect to materials brought 
upon the land. The cases on the gos | of this security are beeen | 
stated at pp. 12 to 15. Chapters II. and ITI. deal with variations an 
extras, and with specifications and bills of quantities, and Chapter IV. 
with the powers and duties of the architect. This last chapter includes 
an explanation of the provisions of the Prevention of Corruption Act, 
1906, and a warning against the acceptance of a percentage from the 
contractor. The question of penalties for delay is important in 
building contracts, and the cases on penalties and Iq1idated damages 
are stated in Chapter V. at pp. 70-71. Chapter VIII. deals with 
dilapidations—a matter which requires practical knowled as well 
as knowledge of the legal effect of covenants to repair—and the cases on 
covenants to repair and to leave in repair, and on fixtures, are very 
conveniently summarized and practical comments added. Arbitration 
is explained and the procedure stated in Chapter IX. In addition to 
the forms already mentioned the appendix contains the statutory 

visions relating to building in London, and other useful matter. 
he work should prove serviceable to arobiteots and builders as well 


as to lawyers. 





Books of the Week. 





acknowledgment by the tenant can at most bind only the rights 
of the tenant during his term. 
It has long ago been held that the Prescription Act, 1832, does 





Local Government Tis-w ‘and’ Togistedtos a the 
Statutes of the Session, Anno ‘Explained, Digest 
decided in the Courts during the year ended the 30th of September, 
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1907, and the Circulars, Orders, and other Official Information 
relating to the Jurisdiction of Local Authorities Issued during the 
Same Period. Arranged and Edited by W. H. Dumspay, Barrister- 
at-Law. Hadden, Best, & Co. 

The Law Quarterly Review: January, 1908. 
Freperick Pottock, Bart., D.C.L., LL.D. 
(Limited). 

The Legal Liability of the Architect. A Paper read before the 
Society of Architects. By A. MonrErion« BRIcE, Barrister-at-Law. 
Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 


Edited by Sir 
Stevens & Sons 








) Correspondence. 


The ‘‘ Judge in Chambers” in the King’s Bench 
Division. 
[ To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. } 

Sir,—Cannot something be done to save the great waste of time to 
barristers, solicitors, and their clerks on the hearing of summonses ? 

For instance, on Thursday last the judge had eighteen or 
nineteen cases for counsel at ‘‘eleven” o'clock. As I was there 
most of the time, and was taken last—at 5.45—I observed that many 
of the cases took half-an-hour, some three-quarters, and one or two 
nearly an hour. There were five or six cases for twelve, which were 
not heard—alas! for the parties. 

Surely the lists could be split up, as on the ‘Chancery side,” say, 
for eleven, eleven-thirty, and so on for every half-hour or hour until 
four o’clock, and this would enable the profession to judge when their 
cases would be likely to be reached. 

I am ioformed that for the last week the judge has been sitting 
until six o’clock. I do not apprehend the quickest judge could 
dispos9 of eighteen cases with counsel in an hour. 

at SoxtciTor’s MANAGING CLERK OF Forty YEAts’ STANDING. 

an. 20, 


’ 





Portraits in the Law Society’s Hall. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.] 
Sir,—I am sorry to see the suggestion made by ‘‘ An Old Member” 
who refrains from giving bis name. His proposal is extremely 
offensive, and I hope it will not be entertained. 
EDWARD H. QUICKE. 
11, Milk-street-buildings, Cheapside, Jan. 21. 








New Orders, &c. 


County Court Fees. 
RULES PUBLICATION ACT, 1893. 


The Lords Commissioners of His Majesty’s Treasury hereby give 
notice of their proposal to issue a new order, as hereunder, amending 
the Order of the 30th of December, 1903, regulating Court Fees in 
County Courts, and they hereby certify that on account of urgency 
we Order should come iuto immediate operation asa Provisional 
Order. 

‘«The fees prescribed by the following paragraphs for proceedings 
under the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906, and the Workmen's 
Compensation Rules, 1907, shall be payable in respect of similar pro- 
ceedings under the Workmen’s Compensation Acts, 1897 and 1900, 
and the Workmen’s Compensation Rules, 1898 to 1900, where the 
accident happened before the commencement of the Workmen's Com- 
pensation Act 1906, viz:— 

ScHEDULE A. 
Para, h 46 (a) 
— ScuEDULE B.—Part 1. 
Registrar's Fees— 
Paragraph 8. 
Paragraph 9. 
Paragraph 26. Sections 5, 12, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21 and 22. 

High Bailiff's Fees— 

Paragraph 425.” 

Treasury, January 17, 1908. 








Speaking of the late Attorney-General, Mr. Justice Grantham said, on 
Monday, that he was able to speak with sincerity and knowledge of 
Sir John’s career because he was on the same circuit when Sir John went 
as junior, and again on the same circuit when he went as Queen’s Counsel, 
Whether it was on circuit, where he was so well known, or in London, 
there was no member of the bar who was more highly respected amongst 
his brethren or by the public than Sir John, 





CASES OF THE WEEK. 
High Court—King’s Bench 


Division. 
R. v. BARTHOLOMEW. C.C.R. 11th Jan. 
Carmina, Law—Common Nuisance—Ossrrvuction on Hichway—F inne 


THERE WAS AN ORSTRUCTION WHICH DID NOT APPRECIABLY INTERFERg 
with Trarric 1x Srreet. 


The defendant was indicted for a common nuisance by placing and keeping q 
coffee-stall on a public carriage-way, and so obstructing the same. The y 
returned a special verdict, finding that the coffee-stall was an obstruction, but that 
it did not appreciably interfere with traffic in the street. 

Held, that, on this special finding, as it stood, the judge ought not to have 
entered a verdic: of guilty against the defendant. 


Case stated by Jelf, J. The defendant was indicted before Jelf, J., at 
Reading Assizes, on the 14th of October, 1907, for a common nuisance, by 
placing and keeping a coffee-stall on a public carriage-way, and so 
obstructing the same. He was convicted, fined the sum of ls., and 
ordered to remove the obstruction within three months; but the learned 
judge stated the following case for the consideration of the Court for 
Crown Cases Reserved: By par. 1 to 3 it appeared that defendant was 
the hon. sec. and treasurer of the Reading Branch of the Church of 
England Temperance Society, and that by a written agreement dated 
7th of July, 1904, made between the Corporation of Reading and that 
society by their secretary, the corporation purported to consent to the 
erection of a coffee-stall in a street known as St. Mary’s Butts, in a position 
to be approved by their surveyor. But it was not contended that the 
corporation had any legal power to make such an agreement as aforesaid 
or to authorize any such obstruction or any public nuisance in any of the 
streets of Reading. The case continued: ‘‘ 4. Under this so-called agree- 
ment the coffee-stall in question was erected by the society and the 
defendant in 1904, nearly in the middle of St. Mary’s Butts, which had 
been for many years, and still was and is, one of the main public 
streets of ing, and has been maintained by them there as 
a@ permanent structure day and night ever since. 5. The map 
annexed hereto shews the coffee-stall and its exact position in the 
street, standing in a space between a public convenience and 4 
fountain, with correct dimensions, and it is thereon coloured red.” 
(The “| referred to in paragraph 5 shewed that the street called St. 
Mary’s Butts was, at the part where the coffee-stall was placed, about 
70ft. wide, and also had a footpath on each side. The coffee-stall, which 
measured when closed 11ft. by 5ft. 6in., was almost in the middle of the 
street. As a person proceeded slong the street he would come first of all 
to a public convenience in the middle of the street, and then about 45ft. 
further on to the coffee-stall, and then to a fountain, which was also in 
the middle of the street and about 18ft. from the coffee-stall.) ‘‘6. It 
has four small wheels, which are chained together, three of them being 
partly embedded in the roadway, and one is fixed to a wooden block driven 
into the roadway. A supply of gas and water is laid on to it from the 
roadway. It is assessed to rates at £32 a year, and the defendant has paid 
the rates as they became due. When open the structure, by means of 
flaps, extends towards the pavement on each side of the street, and also 
towards the ‘public convenience,’ 3ft. beyond the dimensions shewn in 
the said map. . . . 8. Witnesses for the prosecution testified that 
the coffee-stall created an obstruction to the street, that vehicles had to 
deviate from their course and be driven round it, other vehicles being 
consequently kept standing in the street, sometimes eight or nine at a 
time, that as a daily occurrence a block was caused and inconvenience 
to individuals. Moreover, the part of the highway covered by the 
coffee-stall itself could not be used at all by the public to pass and 
repass. 9. Witnesses for the defence, on the contrary, including 
the chief constable of the borough and the chairman of the high- 
ways committee of the corporation, ve evidence that the colle 
stall created no appreciable obstruction to the traffic; that there 
had been no complaints by the public, and that there was plenty of 
room for vehicles to pass on either side of the alleged obstruction. 
10. I was of opinion on principle and on the authority of R. v. United 
Kingdom Electrie Telegraph Co. (1862,10 W. R 538, 31 L. J. M. O. 166) 
that the coffee-stall was ipso facto an obstruction and a public nuisance, 
that any member of the public might complain of it, and that it was no 
answer to say that enough room for tr:ffic was left. 11. But, among 
others, the case of R. v. Lepine (1866, 15 W. R. 45, 15 L. T. N.S. 158) was 
relied on on behalf of the defendant, and although I thought the facts of 
that case were imperfectly reported, and that notwithstanding the 
apparent itude of the obstruction there treated as inappreciable, 
the decision could ae | be supported by inferring the space occupied to be 
a strip of infinitesimal width spread along the side of the road — 
applying the principle de minimis non eurat lex (which could not be appli 
to @ space occupied here by the coffes-stall in the middle of a public 
street), I considered it safer to take the opinion of the jury. 12. The 
jury returned a special verdict finding that the coffee-stall was an 
obstruction, but that it did not appreciably interfere with the traffic 
in the street. 13. Whereupon I directed a verdict of guilty to be 


entered, and, as before mentioned, sentenced the defendant to pay a fine « 


of 1s. and to remove the obstruction within three months, but consented 
to state this case for the opinion of the court. 14. The question is 
whether my direction was right or wrong. 


Lord Atverstong, C,J.—This cass does not come before us in a very’. 


Jan. 25, 1908. _ 
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satisfactory way, by reason of the way in which the jury have returned 
their verdict [see par. 12 of the case]. In my opinion the jury ought to have 
been asked a further question as to what was the meaning of their verdict. 
The offence charged in the indictment was for obstruction to a highway so 
that subjects of the King were delayed in passing along it. The jury might 
have meant to find that there was an inapp ble obstruction—that is, 
that there was no appreciable obstruction to those passing along or across 
the street. In BR. v. Ward (1836, 4 A. & E., at p. 387), Lord Denman 
declined to accept the verdict of the jury that the word ‘‘ impediment ”’ 
was necessarily the same as a nuisance. do not thiuk this finding of the 
jury was sufficient to enable the judge to convict the defendant of 
committing a nuisance. [The learned judge referred to the cases of 
R. v. Lepine (1866, 15 W. R. 45,15 L. T. N.S. 158) and BR. v. United 
Ringdom Electric Telgraph Co. (1862, 10 W. R. 538, 31 L. J. M. C. 166).] 
There should have been a finding by the jury that the obstruction 
amounted to a nuisance, and in my opinion there was no such finding 
here. The conviction, therefore, must be quashed. 

The other learned judges concurred, Cnanne.t, J., saying that the 
verdict was ambiguous; it might mean that there was a nuisance, or it 
might mean that there was no nuisance. Therefore, the verdict of guilty 
could not be sustained. — Counsen, Acland, K.C., and A. J. David ; 
Powell, K.C., and R. Coventry. Soxtcrrors, Rooke § Sons, for Brain § Brain, 
Reading ; Rawle, Johnstone, § Co., for Blandy § Chambers, Reading. 


[Reported by C, G. Moray, Barrister-at-Law.] 


R. v. STRIDE AND MILLARD. C.C.R. 11th and 14th Jan. 


OrmunaL Law—Larceny—Sreatinc Paeasants’ Ecos Waicn Have Been 
Cottectep —Inpictment, Wuat Must Saew—Covunt ror Recervinc— 
Form or—Larceny Act, 1861 (24 & 25 Vicr. c. 96), s. 91. 


In a count for receiving under section 91 of the Larceny Act, 1861, it is 
unnecessary to state that the stealing of the article received amounts to a felony at 
common law or under the Larceny Act, 1861. 

An indictment charging that the defendant, then being servant to Sir W. G., 
“one thousand pheasants’ eggs of the goods and chattels of and of and belonging 
to” Sir W. G., his master, *‘ feloniously did steal, take, and carry away against,” 
ge., charges larceny, as it sufficiently shews that the offence alleyed is that of 
taking eggs which have been collected or reduced into possession. 

Rex v. Routh (Hast P. C., c. xvi, s. 41) distinguished. 


Case stated by Grantham, J. The defendants were indicted on an 
indictment of which the first count was: ‘‘The jurors, &c., present that 
Herbert Wyndham Stride, on the eighth day of May, 1906, then being 
servant to one, Sir Walter Gilbey, Baronet, one thousand pheasants’ eggs 
of the goods and chattels of and of and belonging to the said Sir Walter 
Gilbey, his master, feloniously did steal, take and carry away against, &c.’’ 
By the second count, the jurors ‘* further present that the said Herbert 
Wyndham Stride and one Frederick William Millard afterwards, to wit on 
the day and in the year aforesaid, the said one thousand pheasants’ eggs of 
the goods and chattels of and of and belonging to the said Sir Walter Gilbey, 
before then feloniously stolen, taken and carried away, feloniously did receive 
and have, they, the said Herbert William Stride and the said Frederick 
William Millard at the time when they so received the said one thousand 
pheasants’ eggs as aforesaid then well knowing the same to have been 
feloniously stolen, taken and carried away against the form of the 
statute, &c.’’ Both defendants were convicted and sentenced to twelve 
months’ imprisonment with hard labour, but the learned judge 
stated a case on points raised by the defendants’ counsel at the 
conclusion of the evidence for the prosecution, and on motion for 
arrest of judgment. The questions for the opinion of the court 
were: (1) Whether there was any evidence proper to be left to the 
jury that the one thousand pheasants’ eggs which formed the subject 
of the indictment were stolen or were the property of Sir Walter 
Gilbey at the time of the larceny charged in the indictment? (2) Wheth-r 
the indictment was bad on the ground that the pheasants’ eggs are fere 
nature, and the indictment did not shew that the pheasants’ eggs 
which formed the subject of the indictment had ever been reduced 
into possession? (3) Whether the second count of the indictment was 
bad in that it did not set out all the necessary ingredients of 
the statutory offence created by section 91 of the Larceny Act, 1861? 
This report does not deal with the first point raised by the case ; the court 
held that there was such evidence to be left tothe jury. On the second 
point it was contended by counsel for both the defendants that the indict- 
ment should have contained words to the effect that the pheasant eggs 
had been collected or reduced into possession. Amongst a number of 
authorities cited was that of Routh's case (see East’s P. C., c. xvi., 8. 41), 
which the court stated influenced them the most: ‘‘ John Rough being 
convicted on an indictment for stealing a pheasant, value 403., of the 
goods and chattels of H.S.; all the judges on a second conference in 
Easter Term, 1779, after much debate and difference of opinion, agreed 
that the conviction was bad; for in cases of larceny of animals fere 
nature the indictment must shew that they were either dead, tame, or 
confined ; otherwise they must be presumed to be in their original state ; 
and that it is not sufficient to add ‘of the goods and chattels’ of such an 
one.’” Counsel for the prosecution contended that pheasants’ eggs in their 
nests before collection were the subject of larceny, and that in any case it 
appeared on the face of the indictment that the defendants were charged 
with stealing and receiving eggs, that had been reduced into possession. 
On the third point it was contended that the count for receiving, as 
framed, was for an offence under section 91 of the Larceny Act, 1861, 
which provided that: ‘‘ Whoever shall receive any chattel money, valu- 
able security, or other property whatsoever, the etealing, taking, ex d 
t) , embezzling, or otherwise disposing whereof shall amount to a 
felony either at common law or by virtue of this Act, knowing the same 





to have been feloniously stolen, taken, extorted, obtained, embezzled, or 
disposed of, shall be guilty of . « -” and that the count for receiv- 
ing in the indictment should have contained the words to the effect that 
the stealing of the pheasants’ eggs amounted to a felony at common law, or 
by virtue of the Larceny Act, 1861. It was stated that for some time it had 
been the practice at the Central Criminal Court to include such word#in 
the count for receiving. The point was also raised that the learned judge 
had misdirected the jury by them that there was a presum of 
law that eggs in the possession of a keeper were primdé facie the property 
of his master. 

Tne Court dismissed the appeal on all the points raised, holding that 
on the point of misdirection—if it was taken at the trial—the 
rey ape was one of fact and not of law; and on the third point 
by the case that the count for receiving need not contain the words that 
the stealing amounted to a felony at common law or under the pe 
Act, 1861. The only point dealt with at length was the second poin 
raised by the case. On this the court held that the indictment, having 
regard to the number of eggs stated to have been stolen, and to the 
additional words ‘‘of and belonging to,” Sir Walter Gilbey sufficiently 
shewed that the charge was for stealing and receiving eggs that had been 
collected and reduced into ion, and on these grounds they dis- 
tinguished this case from that of R. v. Rough (supra). 

Lord A.verstone, 0.J., added that he did not agree with the conten- 
tion for the prosecution that there could be larceny at common law of the 
eggs of wild birds from their nests.—OCounsst, J. F. P. Rawlinson, K.©., 
E. E. Wild, and H. Claughton Scott; Avory, K.C., R. D. Muir, and R, 
Graham Campbell ; Marshall Hall, K O., Danckwerts, K.C., and J, P. Valletta. 
Souicrrors, Watson ¢ Everitt, Norwich ; Osborn ¢ Osborn; Wontner ¢ Sons, 


[Reported by C. G. Monax,'Barrister-at-Law.) 


Fe Y. - tt 
Bankruptcy Cases. “7.13 
[ 


Re A DEBTOR. Ex parte CARDEN. C. A. No. 2. Ars 
17th, 18th, and 20th Jan. 


Banxrurtcy—Mownsy-Lenpgr—Peritioninc Orneprror’s Dest — Money- 
LenpErs Act, 1900 (63 & 64 Vicr. c. 51), 8. 2, sus-secTion 1 (R), (0). 
A registered money-lender who carries on money-lending business otherwise 

than in his registered name or at his registered address, or enters into any 

agreement, or takes any securi'y for money in the course of his business as @ 
money-lender otherwise than in his registered name, cannot recover, or present 

a bankruptcy petition in respect of, money so Int. — 

Appeal from one of the registrars of the High Court in Bankru 
dismissing a bankruptcy petition. Ona the 21st of March, 1907, the debtor 
applied to one Sanguinetti for a loan of £500. gee wrote a letter 
to the debtor stating that one Wasser, of 60, Chancery-lane, would 
arrange the loan and find £250 at once, and that Wasser’s commission 
would be covered by the sum agreed to be paid to Sanguinetti. On the 
22nd of March the debtor took this letter to Wasser, whom he saw at a 
solicitor’s office at 60, Chancery-lane. Wasser produced a letter to him- 
self from Sanguinetti asking him to retain the amount agreed as com- 
mission, and Wasser said that he also had to retain some interest on 
behalf of the lender. Wasser tendered to the debtor for acceptance a bill 
for £250, on which no drawer'’s name appeared, payable at the offices of 
Bullock & Oo., 63, London-wall, four months after date. The debtor 
accepted the bill, and received a cheque drawn by Bullock & Co. for £250, 
out of which he paid £26 to Wasser for interest and commission, for 
which Wasser gave a receipt in hisown name. On the 23rd of March the 
debtor saad a letter from Wasser written from 60, Chancery-lane on 
tbe 22nd of March, ‘‘ referring to the matter settled here to-day,’’ and 
requiring an undertaking from the debtor to pay 12 per cent. interest on 
the loan. The debtor failed to meet the bill at maturity, and on the 3rd 
of August he was served with a writ at the suit of Ann Carden, widow, 
carrying on business as a registered money-lender at 29, Sinclair-gardens, 
Kensington, of whom he had never heard before, for the amount of the 
bill on which Wasser’s name now as drawer and Mrs. Carden’s 
as indorsee. The debtor did not defend the action, j it was 
obtained against him, a bankruptcy notice was issued, a bank- 
ruptey petition followed in due course. The debtor contested the 
petition, and asked leave to go behind the judgment, on the ground 
that the amount claimed was not recoverable at law, as it had not been 
lent at the creditor's tered address: Staffordshire Financial Co. v. 
Hunt (1907, W. N. 258). The registrar allowed the debtor to go behind 
the judgment, and evidence was then gone into. An affidavit by the 
debtor stating the foregoing facts was put in, and he was not cross- 
examined thereon. On bebe f of the creditor a Mr. Colebrooke was called, 
who said he was managing clerk to Bullock & Co., the creditor’s solicitors, 
and managed all her business. A separate ledger was kept for her at 
Bullock & Co.’s offices. She never saw borrowers or transacted business 
at her registered address. Wasser came to Bullock & Co.’s offices and 
obtiined the rae for £250, and brought them back the bill. The 
registrar dismi the petition -on- the grove Sit the money had not 
been lent at the creditor’s i The credi 
Counsel for the creditor con that the case was not 
court should go behind the judgment as the debtor had in fact obtained 
the money for which he was sued-; also that Wasser was the debtor's 
agent, and that, as he knew where the money in fact came from, the debtor 





‘must be taken to also known who the actual lender was. They 
the. could 


conceded that if Wasser was not the. debtor’s the transaction 
not be upheld. Counsel for the debtor were called 
Cozens-Harpy, M.R.—If this appeal were allowed the Money-lenders’ 
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Act, 1900, might as well be repealed. That Act requires that a registered 
money-lender shall carry on business in his registered name, and no other 
pame, and at his registered address, and no other address, On the 
evidence here it is clear that Mrs. Carden does not on business at her 
registered address, but at the offices of Bullock & Oo. in London-wall. 
The Act also requires that a registered money-lender shall not take any 
security for money otherwise than in his registered name. In this case the 
name of Mrs. Carden nowhere appears in the transaction. The cheque 
was drawn by Bullock & Co. and given to Wasser, who took it to the 
debtor and got a receipt in his own name. There is no evidence that 
Wasser was the debtor’s agent to receive notice of the fact that it was 
Mrs. Carden’s money, and it has been conceded that unless this is so the 
transaction cannot be maintained. Even if this were so, it seems to me 
that the transaction is bad under section 2, sub-section 1 (c), because the 
security was not taken in the registered name of the money-lender, and 
that the case is governed by Bonnard v. Dott (1906, 1 Ch. 740). I do not 
desire to dissent from the registrar’s conclusion that the transaction was 
bad under section 2, sub-section 1 (4), because the money was not lent at 
the registered address, but I think it simpler to decide that the case falls 
within section 2, sub-section 1 (c). 

Fretrcuzr Movtron, L.J.—In this case it seems to me that there was no 
agreement to lend in the registered name of the money-lender. An attempt 
has been made to get over that by alleging that Wasser was agent of the 
debtor and knew where the loan came from. But even if that had been 
proved it would not have satisfied the statutory obligation to lend in the 
régistered name. The bill was intended to be either ‘“‘ the agreement”’ 
or ‘‘the security for money ”’ within section 2, sub-section 1 (c), of the Act, 
and in either case it ought to have been in the registered name of the 
money-lender. I say nothing as to the money not having been lent at the 
registered address, as that has been the subject of a decision (Staffordshire 
Financial Co. v. Hunt) which has not yet come before us. 

Buck.ey, L.J.—The evidence in this case shews that the creditor does 
not see, and never has seen, borrowers at her registered address, but that 
she lends through Bullock & Co., at 63, London-wall. It therefore appears 
that this money-lender does not carry on business at her registered address 
at all, and therefore violates section 2, sub-section 1 (4), of the Act, and for 
such violation a penalty is provided by section 2, sub-section 2, of 
the Act. The transaction in question is therefore plainly illegal and 
not binding at all. One can quite foresee that difficulties of fact 
may arise under sub-section 1 (4), but in the present case there are none. 
I am further of opinion that an ‘‘ agreement ’’ under section 2, sub-section 
1 (ec), need not be in writing, and that in this case the “agreement ”’ was 
made between the debtor and Wasser, and therefore not by Mrs, Carden 
in her registered name. ‘Taking security’’ in sub-section 1 (c) must 
include ‘‘ giving security,’’ and here the debtor gave the bill to Wasser, 
not to Mrs. Carden. If Wasser took it on behalf of Mrs. Carden, her 
name was not disclosed, These breaches of both sub-sections (+) and (ec) 
result in a transaction forbidden by the Act and illegal. Even if it had 
been proved that Wasser was the debtor’s agent, I think it would have 
made no difference, Appeal dismissed.—Covunset, C. A, Russell, K.C., 
ata Harold Simmons; J. B. Matthews and Francke. Soxscrtors, Bullock § 
Co. ; Charles Green & Co. 


[Reported by P. M. Fnaxcxe, Barrister-at-Law. 








CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
High Court—King’s Bench 


Division. 
MORRISTON TiN PLATE CO. (LIM.) v. BROOKER, DOVE, & CO. 
Div. Court. 19th Dec. 


Axsrrration—County Covret—Svupmission to ARBITRATION In Conrract— 
Action on Contract—Jvrispiction or County Court Jupcr to Stray 
Procrepincs—ArsiTraTion Act, 1889 (52 & 53 Vicr. c. 49), ss. 4 
AND 27, 


A county court judge has jurisdiction to stay proceedings under section 4 of the 
Arbitratwn Act, 1889. 

Appeal from the county court. The plaintiff commenced an action in 
ths county court for the price of goods sold on « contract containing an 
agreement that any dispute arising upon the contract should be referred to 
arbitration. The defendants applied to the county court judge to stay 
proceedings under section 4 of the Arbitration Act, 1889. By section 4 of 
the Arbitration Act, 1889: ‘‘ If any party to a submission or any person 
claiming through or under him commences any legal proceedings in any 
court against any other y to the submission, or any mn claiming 
through or under him, in respect of any matter agreed to be referred, 
any party to such legal p ngs may at any time after appearance and 
before delivering any pleadings or taking any other steps in the proceedings 
apply to that court to stay the proceedings.’’ By section 27: ‘‘ In this 
Act, unless the contrary intention appears, ‘court’ means her Majesty’s 
High Oourt of Justice . . . . and ‘judge’ means a judge of her 
Majesty’s High Court of Justice.” At p. 252 of the Petnee ig County 


Court Practice, 1907, there is the statement: ‘‘ It is doubtful whether 
the judge has jurisdiction to stay proceedings under section 4 of the 
Arbitration Act, 1889, where there is a submission to arbitration, the 
better opinion would seem to be that he has not”’; and the case of 
Runciman $ Co. v. Smyth ¢ Co, (20 T. L. Rep. 625) was cited, The county 





court judge, acting on this opinion, declined to stay the proceedings on 
the pe en that he had no jurisdiction to doso. The Sdeadeats appealed, . 

Cuanngtt, J.—The county court judge in this case delcined to. stay 
proceedings in an application under section 4 of the Arbitration Act, 1889, 
on the ground that he had no jurisdiction under the section. Hig. 
justification was a statement in the County Court Practice which is usnally 
followed in such matters, based on an obiter dictwm in Runciman § Co, ¥, 
Smyth ¢ Co., expressing a doubt on this question. Sometimes it happens 
that when a judge has one point upon which he intends to decide a case, 
the dapaveliean be may make on another point are not always the subject. 
of serious consideration. The doubt expressed, no doubt, justified the 
opinion in the County Court Practice of 1907, and the decision of this county 
court judge. But the words of section 4 are very clear, they are “any 
court”? and ‘“‘that court.”” It isim le that those words could refer 
to his Majesty’s High Court of Justice. Section 27, therefore, of the Arbi- 
tration Act, 1889, the interpreting clause is not eqgtiews, for the word 
court is only to mean the High Court ‘‘ unless the contrary intention 
appears.”’ ‘The case will be remitted for the county court judge to 
consider whether he should grant a stay of proceedings. 

Bray and Svrron, JJ., concurred.—Counse1, Richards; W. de B. Herbert, 
Sourcrrors, R. § C. B. Jenkins, Swansea ; Foss ¢ Bryant, for Ingledew § Philips, 


Swansea. : 
[Reported by C. G. Mozaw, Barrister-at-Law. | 








Societies. 
The Law Society. 


A special general meeting of the members of the society will be held in 
the hall of the society, on Friday, the 31st of January, at two o’clock, for the 
purposes hereinafter mentioned. 

The. Presipent will present the special prizes awarded to successful 
candidates for the year 1907, and also the prizes for the June and November 
Final Examinations, 1907. 

In accordance with the resolution passed (on poll) at the last annual 
general meeting, it will be competent to this special general meeting to 
appoint a committee of not more than six members of the society practising 
in the Metropolis, not being members of the Council, to confer with a 
committee of the Council as to the nomination of suitable persons to fill 
Metropolitan vacancies at the next Council election. 2 

The Council will propose: ‘‘(1) That the Council be authorized toapply 
for a supplemental charter providing (in addition to provisions which may 
be necessary to carry out the resolutions passed at the annual general 
meeting held on the 5th of July, 1907, and adjournments thereof) that 
extraordinary members of the Council, who have served not Jess than four 
years on the Council, shall be eligible for the offices of President and Vice- 
President of the Law Society, but so that the offices of both President and 
Vice-President shall not in any one year be filled by country members of 
the society.”” ‘‘(2) That the Council be authorized to include in the 
supplemental charter to be applied for under the last resolution a provision 
that every person whose name is on the roll of solicitors shall be qualified 
for election as a member of the society.’’ 

Mr. Cuarces Forp will move: ‘‘ That in the opinion of this a it- 
is desirable that the Council should direct further attention of the profession 
to the provisions of Order 184 of the Rules of the Supreme Court which. 
provides that a plaintiff may, without pleadings, proceed to trial, which 
removes the delay which often deters suitors from seeking redress in the 
High Court of Justice in London.” 

Mr. Cuagxes Forp will move: ‘‘ That it be referred to the Council to 
consider and report on the advisability of the society giving its support to 
the formation of a subordinate ane to consist exclusively of 
solicitors taking out London certificates to practice, and with a view 
to the Council (under proper authority) transferring to the governing body 
of such a subordinate organization such suitable parts of the work of this 
society as will give to London members of our Council some relief from 
the serious burden which at present falls on their shoulders,” 

Mr. Cuartes Forp will ask: ‘‘ Whether the Council propose to make 
representations to the proper authorities with a view to motions in thé 
Chancery Division being entered in a list and taken in their order in such 
list, esp2cially remembering that on three or four occasions since 1887 
resolutions approving of such a plan have been unanimously adopted at 
general meetings of this society.”’ 

Mr. T. H. Encat will move: ‘‘ That at least two additional telephones 
be placed in suitable positions on the premises for the use of members of 
the society, subject to such regulations (if any) as the Council may 
frame.”’ 

Mr. Barnstey Harper will move: ‘ (1) Colonial Commissioners.—That 
the Council ascertain what are the proper fees to be charged by Colonial 
Commissioners in London, and as soon as same are obtained publish a new 
edition of the list of Colonial Commissioners in London, including a list 
of such fees.”” ‘‘ (2) Solicitors Members of Public Authorities.—That in the 
opinion of the society it is not desirable for a solicitor who is a member of 
a public authority to be professionally engaged (either by himself or his: 
firm) in any proceedings against such authority or in which such authority 
is interested.” E. W. Writ1amson, Secretary.” 








The death is announced of Mr. Francis George, town clerk of Banff ‘ 
and county clerk of Banffshire, this week. He had held both thes: 
offices for many years. ; ds: 


Jan. 25,1908: 
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Law Students’ Journal. 


Law Students’ Societies. 


Law Srupents’ Danatrne Socrery.—Jan. 21.—Being a joint debate with 
the Union Society of London.—Chairman, Mr. G. ©. Wlagden.—The 
subject for debate was: “That, in the interests of capital, no less than 
those of labour, this house approves of the principle of labour co-partner- 
ship.” Mr. C. K. Tatham (Union Society) opened in the affirmative ; Mr. 
P. B. Henderson opened in the negative. The following members also 
spoke: Messrs. A. H. Forbes (Union Society), Blanco- White, Abel (Union 
Society), Pleadwell, Eustace (Union Society), Cornock. The motion was 
carried by 12 votes. 








Obituary. 
Mr. W. Ambrose, K.C. 


Mr. William Ambrose, K.9., died on Saturday last at Hampsteai. He 
had for some time suffered from illness, He was educated at the Ches'er 
Blue Coat School, and entered a solicitors’ office, but subsequently became a 
student at Lincoln’s-inn, and in 1859 was called to the bar. He had a 
fairly good practice, and was created a Q.C. in 1874. He represented the 
Harrow Division of Middlesex from 1885 to 1899, when he was appointed 
a Master in Lunacy. He was a member of the Council of Legal Education, 
and a bencher and ex-treasurer of the Middle Temple. 


Mr. T. C. Ryley. 


Mr. Thomas Cropper Ryley, solicitor, of Livernsol, the head of the firm 
of Messrs. Ryley, Aleock, & Anderson, died recently. He belonged to an 
old Lancashire family long associated with the Society of Friends. and 
was educated at Mount Street Institute, and afterwards at Vavev. Switzer 
land, and at Berlin. Throughout his life Mr. Rvley frequently renewed 
the school associations, both in Switzerland and Germany, and kent in 
touch as long as possible with the comrades of his early days He entered 
the office of Messrs. Harvey, solicitors, and was admitted in 1863. When 
Mr. Jevons left. that firm he was joined by Mr. Ryley, the firm being 
Jevons & Ryley, under which style it remained until a few years ago. 
when the title given ahove was adoptei, when Mr. Rvley became the 
senior, and on the inclnsion of new partners, The firm was, saya a 
Liverpool journal, formed about the period of the American Civil War. 
and Mr. Jevons, who devoted himself very la ~ely to the interesta of the 
North, acted in legal matters in Etigland in c>i:sort with Thomas Dudiev. 
who was a very competent American lawyer. They carried out the in 
quiries in connection with the fitting of the 4/7abama as a privateer. Mr 
Ryley was deeply interested in secondary education, having succeeded h*« 
father as a trustee of the Mount Street Institnte, which office he held nnti) 
the recent transfer of the institute to the Liverpool Nornoration. He wae 
a member for about fifteen years of the Liverpool School Board, and held 
many other offices in connection with etncational and benevolent institn- 
tions. ‘‘ Mr. Ryley.”’ said a friend of his, ‘‘ was diligent in his attentior 
to whatever he put his hand, and there was nothing perfunctory in anv of 
his multifarious and public-spirited work, He was one of the most highly- 
respacted citizens of Liverpool, held in great esteem, both by the Society 
of Friends and by the legal profession.’’ He was a bachelor. 








Legal News. 
Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolutions. 


Aureep Wriitam Foster and Jawes Youn, solicitors (Black & Marshall), 
Ohesterfiell. Tee, 31. The said business will be carried on in future bv 
the said Alfred William Foster at the above named place under the same 
style or firm of Black & Marshall. 


Watrer Joun Oazawnatt and Gerorce Goopwin-Norrts, solicitors 
(Crawhall & Norris), Bristol. Dec. 31. [ Gazette, Jan. 21. 


General. 


We are glad to learn that Mr, E. K. Blyth is going on well. 


At Fulham, on Tuesday, an inquest was held on Mr. Edward Francis 
Maxwell Ryan, a Lon‘on solicitor, practising at Great James-strreat, W.C., 
who committed snicide at his residence in Stanwick- road, West 
Kensington. Medical evidence was given that death was due to morphia 
Poisoning, and the jury returned a verdict of ‘‘ Suicide whilst temporarily 
insane.’ 


Sir Gorell Barnes, President, made an important announcement on 
1esday, says the, Daily Mail, regarding the future practice in defended 
suits in the Divorce Division. He said: My view is that the rule which 
has been adopf€d so long in the Admiralty Court should be here— 


viz., that in all contested cases the witnesses should be out of court. If 





there is any case in which it is immaterial, and in which ovnnsel say they 
may as well stay, let it he no. I am satiefied it is desirable that the rale 
should be adopted. If I find in any case the witnesses have remainei in 
court, it will be open to serious comment. 


Tn dismissing the appeal in the Tenby case (Tenby Corporation v. M ton) 
on Tuesday, the Master of the Rolls said that this was an appeab-from 
what he believed was the last judgment given by the late Mr. Justice 
Kekewich : it had been written while he was away from the court very 
ill, and had heen delivered for him by Mr. Justice Parker, His lordship 
(the Master of the Rolls) desired now to say that he agreed with every 
word of that jaigmnent, and should hava been quite ahntent to atlopt 
it, but, having regard to the importancs of the casa, he thought it better 
that he should state shortly the reasons why, in his opinion, this appeal 
tai 


Even in the legal world, where there is so much that is antiquated, a o=n- 
tenary is, says a writer in the G/obe, something to be celebrate’. The Man- 
cheste: Law Students’ Society is about to celebrate the hundredth yeas of 
its existence, and the Master of the Rolls is among the legal luminaries 
who have consented to shed their light upon the proceedings. Very few 
legal organizations can boast of a longer record, Only four provincial 
law societies—the Bristol Law Society, the Yorkshire Law Society, the 
Somerset Law Society, and the Leeds Law Society—have witnessed the 
changes of a century. The oldest of these societies, the Bristol Law 
Society, was founded in 1777, To this venerable company, however, 
there will soon be an addition ; the Devon and Exeter Law Society started 
its career in 1808. 


Judge Amphlett, K.0., took his seat for the first time at the Wands- 
worth County Oourt on the 20th inst., says the Zimes. Renlving to 
congratulations tendered by Mr. Jelf (for the bar) and Mr. Orawshay ‘on 
vehalf of the solicitors), iis Honour said that he waa uncertain at the 
present moment how long he would contine on this circuit. He did not 
know for the time being what might be the outcome of events which ware 
taking place. So long as he remained, he was sure he should recsive 
generous assistance from the bar and from the solicitors practising baf ore 
him, It was really necessary that he should ask this indulgence, beo rise 
he was not so familiar with county court procedure as many of those 
oresent, and he had to educate himself in a great measure in many deta'!s 
vf procedure. He hoped he should at all events listen with patience tothe 
arguments which had to be presented, ani do what he could to pron te 
somplete justice between the parties before him. 


In London Investment Trust (Limited) v. The Russian Petroleum and 
Liquid Fuel Co. (Limited) (1907, 2 Ch. 540), saya the new issne of the 
Law Quarterly Review, a further light was thrown on the pathwiy 
marked out by Re W. Tasker & Sms (Limited) (1905, 2 Ch. 587. In the 
latter case, as the learned reader will remember, a company issued some 
lehentures but was thereby restricted from creating any mortgags or 
sharge in priority to or pari pasu with them. A portion of ‘these 
lebentures was issned to a particular parson as security for a loan male 
»y him to the company. The loan having heen repaid, and the debentures 
handed back, the company was restrained bv the court from re-issuing 
them for fresh consideration so as to enable the fresh holders to 
rank pari passu with those debsnture-holders who had the rest of tie 
lebentures of the same creation. The case of the Russian Petrol4nn 
%o. shows that a deposit of similar d-bentures with bankers to obtain 
eredit for a particular sum does not, when the particular sum has ben 
repaid, entitle the company to incur a fresh liability with the bankers unon 
the security of the same debentures. In the Court of !Apneal, however, 
“ozens-Hardy, M.R., observed that if the original arrangement with the 
bankers had been the opening of a current account with a maximum 
overdraft of the amount specified, the company might then have argued 
with some force that it was at any time during the existence of the over- 
draft entitled to increase the overdraft up to the stipulate’ amount, 
Supposing this to be the law, presumably even the latter right wou'd 
vanish if the account once became closed, unless special provision had ben 
made for re-opening it, 


Tf the Thaw trial had not alrealy exhausted the capacity of the public 
for surprise, the proposal that the evidence of the nrisoner’s wife shod 
he taken in camera might, says the Evening Standard, have succeeds). 
very unseemly detail which the ingenuity of the lawyers engaged for. 
Thaw at the last hearing could get on the depositions has heen printed 
broadcast throughout America: now, when the demoralizing story is 
common property, a sense of decancy and propriety is assumed. One cin 
fancy leading counsel for the defence asanming the attitude which Frank 
Lockwood advised when lecturing before the law students of Birmingha. 
The examination-in-chief must to take the counsel leading the 
witness comp!etely by surprise. fle all the while leading, he must 
avoid the suspicion of leading, he must not keep Jooking down at 
his brief, so reminding the jury that every word is written dow7. 
Tt should appear, he said, a kind of spontaneous conversation; the 
witness artlessly telling his simple story, and counsel, if possible, 
appalled to hear the iniquity of which his client has been the 
victim. Whole books have been written on the art of cross-ex- 
amination, but Tockwood gave one simple wrinkle worth many a chapter 
of printed matter. ‘‘ Never continue the cross-examination,”’ he said, ‘if 
you see the judge shew the slightest disposition to do it himself, If you 
see the judge inclined to take up the running, Jet him doit.” Judges like 
it, and like counsel who do not oppose the vractice, For re-examination 
‘the putting Humpty-Dumpty together again,” as he called it, Lockwood 
told not so much what to do as what not todo. In the Chancery 
he said, a witness was asked in cross-examination it was trne th 
he had been convicted of perjury. The witness adinitted the soft impeach- 
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ment, and the cross-examining counsel promptly sat down. It fell then to 
the equally eminent counsel on the other side to re-examine. ‘ Yes,”’ 
gaid this gentleman, “‘it is true that you have been convicted of perjury, 
but tell me: Have you not on many other occasions been accused of 
perjury and been acquitted?” 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rora or Reaisrnans 1x ATTENDANCE OW 








Date. Emercency Aprzat Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Rota. No. 2. Jovonr. Swixrew Eapy. 
Monday, Jan. ...... 20 Mr. Theed Mr, Borrer Mr, Goldschmidt Mr.Church 
Tuesday ....... - 21 ee Bloxam Theed Tindal King 
y oo 38 Tindal King- Borrer Goldschmidt § Church 
, Goldschmidt Bloxam Theed Tindal King 
} Farmer Borrer Goldschmidt § Church 
Beal Bloxam Theed Tindal King 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Wanrermorox,. NEVILLE Paskes. Evs, 
Mr, Beal Mr.Greswell Mr. Synge Mr, Leach 
Farmer Leach Goldschmidt Greswell 
Beal Greswell Synge Bloxam 
Farmer Leach Bynge 
Beal Greswell Synge Tindal King 
Farmer Leach Borrer Church 











The Property Mart. 


Result of Sale. 
Revensions axp Lire Poricrzs, 
Messrs. H. E. Foster & Cranriecp held their usual eg (No. 851) of the 
urada thi 


above-named Interests at the Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C., on y last, when the 
fi lots were sold at the prices named, the total amount realized being £3,305 : 
A LUTE REVERSION to £2,035 10s. ... on eos ove +. Bold £700 
POLICIES OF ASSURANCE: 
For £5,000 ove eee eee eee ove eee ove oes eee » 2,255 
For £500 ose one eee one ves ooo eee ooo ” 820 
REVERSIONS to about £250... —... oo 80 eee -— > | oe 30 








. . 7 
Winding-up Notices. 
London Gasette.—Faivay, Jan. 17. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lamitep rv Caanorry. 

Bartisn Naturat-Premiom Lire Association, Limttep —Petn for winding up, presented 
Jan 9, to be heard on Jan 28. Helder & Co, Clement’s inn, for Simpson & Co, 
solors for petners. Notice of appearing must reach the above named not later than 6 
o'clock in the afternoon of Jan 27 

Caucasian Steam Suirrina Co, Limtrzp (1x Votustary Ligurpatiox)—Creditors are 
required, on or before Feb 17, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of 
their debts or claims, to Thomes Henry Casebourne, 26, Gt St Helens. Ince & Co, St 

chmbrs, Fenchurch st, solors for liquidator 

D. Banton: & Co (1906), Limtrzp - Petn for winding up, presented Jan 10, directed to be 
heard on Jan 28. Ha‘chett & Co, Mark In, solors for petner. Notice of appearing must 
reach the above named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Jan 27 

Ivannor Sout Exrexpep Gouip Misixo Estates Co, Limitep—Creditors are required, 
on or before Feb 29, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their d-bts 
or claims, to Edgar Protheroe Jones, Salisbury House. Christopher & Roney, Cornhill, 
solors to liquidator 

Taxoext Wueets, Limtrep (1x Votuntary Liquipation) —Creditors are required, on or 
before Feb 29, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
clsims, to Mr Charles Howell Hovey and Mr Ernest James Walker, 1 and 2, Gt Win- 
chester st. Norton & Co, Old Broad st, solors to liquidators 

Victor Arc Lamp Co, Liuutep— Creditors are required forthwith to send their names and 
py mengd and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William C. Penny, 8, Arthur 

es 

Watcor Casinet Wonks, Liurtrzep—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 1, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr Theodore 
David Neal, 110, Edmund st, Birmingham. Swinson, Birmingham, solor to liquidator 

W. & A. McAagrave, Luutrep—Petn for winding up, directed to be heard on Jan 14, 
adjourned tc Jan 28. Biake & Co, Serjeants’ inn, oclees for petners. Notice of appear- 
ing must reach the above named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Jan 27 


UsummitTep 1s CHANCERY. 


Sr Nzots Water Co—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 1, to send their names and 
addresses, and particulars of their debts and claims, to Wm. Cash, 90, Cannon st 


London Gasetie.—Turspay, Jan. 21. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
Liuwirgp in Cuancery, 

Amicus Soap Distrirutine Co, Liurtgp—Creditors are required, on or before March 5, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William 
George Blakemore, 6, Old Jewry. Sutton & Co, Gt Winchester st, solors to iiquidator 

Encinituas Mixes, Lunrtep (1x Votuntary Liquipation)—Creditors are required, on or 
before Feb 21, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts and 
claims, to Oscar Berry, Monument house, Monument sq, liquidator 

J. H. Vickers, Limitep (1x Votuntary Liqutpation) — Creditors are required, on or before 
Feb 14, to send their names and addresses, and the ulare of their debts or claims, 
to Leman, 1, 8t Peter’s Church walk, Nottingham, liquidator 

Mazanvum (B.G.) Diamoxp Syxpicatr, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before 

‘eb 21, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to W Weir. 581, Salisbury house, London Wall, liquidator 

Usiversat Mravm Propvcts, Limrrep -Creditors are required, on or before March 5, to 

eir namits and addresses, and the particular: of their debts or claims, to William 
George Blakemore, 6, Oid Jewry. Sutton & Co, Gt Winchester st, solors to liquidator 

Vaurz Syxpicatz, Limirzp- Creditors are required, on or before Jan 31, to send their 

, Dames and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Alfred Reginald 
Cooper, 9, St Mildred*s ct, Poultry, liquidator 

Warretockes, Lintrep (in Votuntary J.quipation)—Creditors are Ey on or 
before Feb 14, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Thomas Leman, 1, St Peter’s Church walk, Nottingham, liq 





Morrny, Jonx, Liverpool Feb 7 Murphy v Kenny, Registrar, Liverpool District 
Lynskey, Liverpool 
London Gasette.—Faipay, Jan, 10. 


Hows, Jonx, Wigan, Grocer Feb 10 dlaw v Howe, v, Manchester P 
3 gan Iai Registra earson, 


London Gasette.—Tuuspay, Jan. 14, 
Witutsox, Wattee, Dunstable, Bedford, Dairyman Feb 18 
Neville, J Gutteridge, Dunstable 
London Gasetie.—Fatvay, Jan. 17. 
Hemstep, Evita, Anacapri, Island of Capri March 2 Ramsay v Hemsted, Parker, J 
Metcalfe, 40, Chancery In 
London Gasette.—Turspay, Jan, 21. 


Kearns, Letitia Howarp Rosixsox, Merton rd, Southsea Feb 29 Nelson v Nelson, 
Joyce, J Nicholls, 12, Old Jewry chmbrs 


Topham v Willison, 





Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gasette.—Tvusrspar, Jan. 14. 


Asurorp Jang, Leathwaite rd, Clapham Common Feb 18 Parry & Gibson, Lincoln’s 
inn fields 

Barton, James Witti4m, Cammeringham, Lincs, Farmer Feb15 Toynbee & Co, Lincola 

Bavouax, Rosset, Severus rd, Clapham Junction Feb24 Braund, Gray’s inn sq 

Birxseck, Jonx Taomas, Bailgate, Lincoln, Chemist Feb 15 Toynbee & Co, Lincoln 

Carpenter, Evtex, Moss Side, Manchester Feb 15 Jones & Payne, Manchester 

CuESTOs, Seceeaa, York ter, Regent’s pk, Surveyor Feb28 H E & W Bury, Lincoln's 
inn 8 

Cuttex, Hewry, Lincoln, Labourer Feb1 Langley & Tweed, Lincoln 

Eyre, Louisa Caar.otre, Epping Feb 17 Lawrence & Co, New sq, Lincoln’s inn 

Haut, Wit.iam, Derby March 1 J & W HSale & Son, Derby . 

Ivisox, Jons, Houghton, Stanwix, Cumberland Feb8 Bendie & Son, Carlisle 

Jinxin, Taomas, Plymouth Feb 29 Wilson, Plymouth 

Lewixctox, Gsorcs, Headbourne Worthy, nr Winchester Feb 1 Bowker & Sons, 

incheater 

Loox, ALBERT, Cardiff, Beer Dealer Feb10 David & Evans, Cardiff 

Maron, James, Tamerton Foliott, Devon, Yeoman Feb 29 Wilson, ae 

a Tuomas, Serjeants’ ino, Temple, Solicitor Feb 29 Nye & Co, Serjeants’ inn, 

‘em 

Mircuett, James, Writtle, Essex Feb8 Surridge & Smith, Halstead, Essex 

New, Many Frances Geatevoe, Brighton Feb10 Blount & Co, Albemarle st 

Owen, J anne, Liangenng, Cardigan, Mariner Feb10 Hutchinson & Co, Lincoln's 
inn fiel 


Partuips, Toomas Joux, Westcliffe on Sea, Essex Feb 29 Woodroffes & Ashby, Eastcheap 

Ruproum, Witiiam, 8t Mary Abbott’s terr, Kensington rd, Licensed Victualler Feb 10 
Adams, Victoria st 2 - 

Sauxpers, Resecca, Woodbastw ck, Norfolk Feb 14 Goodchild, Norwich i 

Szymour, Jouy, Claremont mews, Pentonville rd, Cab Proprietor Jan 31 Timbrell & 
Deighton, King William st, London Bridge 

Srawxnopr, The Hon Lucy Constance, Boston, Lincs Feb 29 Capron & Co, Savile pl 

Steps: ys, James, Eccles, Lancs Feb 22 OQ, , Manchester 

Tay.or, Jonx Peter, Cambridge Feb10 Foster, Cambridge 

Tirriy, Saran, Sunderland Jan 20 Graham & Co, Sunderland — : — 

Taxes, Ciara Featty, Hatherley rd, Walthamstow Feb10 Dcigh‘on, King William st, 
London Bridge 

Wuirrigzip, Saran Anx, Worsley, Lancs Feb 29 Chapman & Co, Macnhester 

Wicrans, Wittram WitLays, Hove, Sussex Feb12 Nye & Donne, Brighton 


London Gasette.—Faipay, Jan. 17. 


Astoy, Eurty Louisa Caro.ine, Eccleston #q March1 Newman & Co, Clements inn 

AgmsTronG, James, Penrith, Cumberland, Farmer Feb 22 Arnison , Penrit 

Batrovur, Major Gen Henry Lowrues, Clifton, Glos Feb 13 Crawford & Co, Cannon st 

Beck, Tuomas, Botcheston, Leicester, Innkeeper March5 Simpson, Leicester 

ae Epwarp, Monument bidgs, Fruit Broker March 1 Clements & Oo, King 
illiam st 


Cooxrort, Beraxt, Queensbury, Yorks, Greengrocer Feb14 Richardson, Bradford 

Cormick, Francre, Coopetts rd, Muswell Hill March2 Wild, Budge row 

Conris, CaaRtorre, Worthing Feb 24 Verrall & Son, Worthing 

Datton, coms eeeeen. Se Westmorland, Yeoman Jan 25 E & E A Heelis, 
Appleby, Westmor 

Senin ete Dartmouth rd, and a 5 aM le pe Se Bed In 

Escoims, Trrvs, Morecambe, rmer Fe axs 0, caster 

Fenton, Tuomas FRreperiox, Perth, Western Australia Feb 19 Blyth & Co, Gresham 


house, Old Broad st : 
Forp, Mary Ans, Trafalgar sq, Twickenham March 31 ar, Abchurch In 
Forp, Witu14m, Catlin st, Bermon: March 81 Algar, Abchurch In — 
Geanine, Faavors Taomas, Richmond, Licensed Victualler April 15 Giles, Lambeth rd 
igar Bundler Febi2 Hart, Gt Prescott st 
Lytham Feb20 W & J Coo 


nag Simeon, Grove rd, Bow, eo 

EYs, Jomy, per, . 

Howpex, Davin, Cariton hill, 8t John’s Wood Feb 22 Parker & Co, St Michael's 
Rectory, Cornhill c 

Howat, Jonn Epwagp, Eastington, Glos, Innkeeper Jan 27 Norris, Stroud 

Ineuis, ConwExivs, St James ct, Doctor March 2 Gasquet & Co, Min la 

Isaacs, Isaac, Rochester terr, Camden rd, Cigar Manufacturer March 2 Jennings, 
Kentish Town rd S 

Ivey, Tuomas, Tit-hfield, Hants Feb 21 joutione, eet 

Ivey, Emma, Titchfield, Hants Feb 21 Armstron 4 itchfield 

Jackson, Evizasetu, Harrogate Jan31 Dixon & Barker, Sunderland 

Law, Ey, Leeds Feb22 Clarke & Whittington, Leeds 

Lup.am, Witu1aM, Loughborough March5 Bartlett & Co, Loughborough 

Mawer, Cuarces, Kingston upon Hull, Grocer March 14 Leak &Co, Gull 

Mercatre, WiL1am, Surbiton, Corn Merchant March 23 Hamline & Co, Surbiton 

Mitpayx, Jouy, High Easter, Essex Feb7 Gepp & Sons, Chelmsford 

Mognocs, Arxo ; Trt ee ——~" Houghton le Spring, Durham 
Feb20 WIJS&JA tt, New upon e ) 

Motuenporrr, Henri Pawipps, Ixelies, or Brussele Feb 29 Carr & Co, High Holborn 

Mo cvey, Saran Ayn, Newark on [rent Feb15 Marriott, Nottingham 

Morpay, Joux Joszrs, Cardiff, Wagon Proprietor Jan 31 Macintosh & Co, Cardiff 

Naxox, Jupag, Queensborough ter, Bayswater Feb 28 Lindo & Co, West st, Finsbury 
ci: cus 

Norra, Grorcz Epwarp ~~ me ¥ Feb as Gistiione & Co, Old Jewry 

O.paam, James, egy or! March Leak ‘a 

Patnicxsox, Manya, Newcastle upon Tyne Feb 15 Richardson & Elder® Newcastle upoq 





, 





Jan. 25, 1908, q 


Creditors’ Notices. 


Under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gasette.—Touxspay, Jan. 7. 
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Piatt, Joun, Liverpool, Coal Merchant ir 1 Toulmin & Co, Liverp»o! 
Pours, Brisas a Wiggenhall 8t Mary Magdalen, Norfolk, hw Jan 27 
og’s 


Rersoups, Rosa, Orchard st, Portman sq Feb14 Durnford, Tem 
Rosixsoy, CaaaLes ALaert, Newton Heath, Manchester Feb 14 
Ross, Bextaau WASHINGTON, West End In, Ham 
Clapham & Co, Devonshire aq 
Bix, Epwarp, Weymouth Feb 17 Eaton, Weym 
Taomson, Eviza Mastens, Upper Norwood Feb 3 ay Oheawards & Sons, Moorgate st 
Toews.t, Marr Jaen, Blactheath Feb22 Hills & Shea, Mar, 
TwantyMay, b eens Avevsivs Hotms, Torquay Feb 14 Oliver & Cc, Warwick st, 


nt 
Vuat, Paspezrc, JP, ee ty Hants Feb20 Jackson & Sons, te 
Wang, OmARrtes, Luddenden Dean, Warley, Halifax, Farmer Feb 17 Halifax 
Wasens, GuuTacDE Exuity Devesisa, South Ascot, Berks Feb 20 itham & Co, 
ray’s inn & 
Weaty, Emma, Brig shton Feb 21 Harker & Son, Brighton 
West, mS ‘Neweastle upon Tyne, Gardener ‘Feb 15 Richardson & Elder, Newcastle 
upon ne 
Warrise, Win an Partrs, Nailsworth, Glos, Grocer Feb 29 GB & A E Smith, Nails- 


Warrros, Hewry, Sheffield Feb2i1 Henry Whitton, Marlcliffe rd, Sheffield 

Waitworts, Jane, —— Manchester Feb 16 Goulty & Goodfellow, Manchester 

Win, Jans, Failswort Manchester Feb 15 Jones & Payne, Manchester 

Witxss, -— Beatrice, Edgbaston, Birmingham Feb 24 eekes & Simmons, Bir- 
mingham 


Rexron, Gzoret, Manningham, Bradford, Coal Merchant Feb 17 chute Bradford | Gispoxs, Jusepn Ossonyx, Ringshall, 


London Gasette,—Turspay, Jan. 21. 


Asseve, Gennes Isaac Wortey, Lynton rd, Bermondsey Feb 24 Champions & Co, | 

ncery In 

Atxixsox, Jons Atnsocoucs, Crewe, Architect March1 Garnett, Crewe 

Bapuay, MantHa, Winterbourne Down, Glos Feb 21 Veale, Bristol 

Base, ALEXANDER Inous, Li Chester, Provision Broker Feb 29 Masters & 
Venables, Liverpool 

Bercuine, SamMuzL, Santplanpeiat, Sussex Feb25 Nye & Clewer, Brighton 

CLurtox, Jang, Chiswick Feb17 Ellis & Collier, John st, Bedford row 

Dosat, — Madeley, Salop, Brewers’ Traveller Feb 17 Thorn-Pudsey, Iron 

ridge, 
Evens, IsaBetita Greazna, Crewkerne Feb 29 Poole & Deine, Taunt on 
Fatiows, Tuomas, Bootle, Lancs Feb28 Collins & Co, Liverpool 





auchester 
cif Wine i Feb 28 | 


Frercarr, Joux Rossat, Whitefield, Lancs, JP March 1 Rogerson & Sutcliffe, Man- 


e 
Forrest, Ricuaap, Li Hay Merchant Marchi TJ Smith & Son, Liverpool 
rn Sarr Ringebally Gamolk, Farmer Feb 1 Guigeons & Oo wtows 


Goppagp, ene  Saeiieeeam Purley Knoll, Purley Feb 29 Williams & Williams, 
| Mamwees, ° ‘Sorata, “Fakenham, Norfolk Feb 29 Cates, Butcher & Andrews, Fakeaham, 
Heyoars, James Uswiy, Southend on Sea Feb 20 Dawes & Sons, Angel ot, Throg- 
| Hioneso, Elsw, Wethamptan, Erchfont, Wilts, Farmer March 25 P D-ime Radcliffe, 
| Hieers, Lawaznos, Wavertree, L Butcher Jan 15 Smith & Son, Liverpool 

8 Maskell & Nisbet, 


| Hoapusy, Evtes, Southwick, — Halboos betel 17 Dell & Loader, 
seul eR Topeliffe, Yorks, Corn Miller Feb 17 Rhotes & Buchannan, Thirsk 
LIZABETH, Palatine road, Stoke 





J soney, tee is Gongs ins inn rd, Holborn, 
Ovineros, Eatty Newington Feb 29 Hanbury & Co 
Owen, ieanh Eepaaill ie, theta decile Feb 26 Owen, Bangor 
wen, ELLEs, wen, 
Paice, td Ouyel RINGHURST Basinotox, Winchester Feb2i Walker & Co, Theobald’s 
rd, Gray’s ian 


Pasoats, TeaBELLa Aawyes, Newcastle upon Tyne Feb 21 Radford, Newcastle upon 


Prescot, Atrarp, Chilvers Coton, Waiwick, Labourer Feb 23 & Son, Nuneaton 
Rowet1, Jacon, Newcastle upon Tyne, Plumber Feb 22 Mather & Dickinesa, Newcastle 


upon 
Sanpsacn, Gitpgent Ropertson, Li Feb 29 Whiteley & Co, Liverpool 


Suanpies, Euma, Gt Lever, 
Saaw, Joux, Bury, Feb 29 Howarth & son, B - a ba 
Suita, JANE Ayn, ‘Gravesend Feb29 FW Martin, Gi 


Sraxrorp, Wares Hatsrezap Coatis, Clemznt’s inn, 
Verrall & Son, Wi 


Taytos, Janz, Liverpool —— 1 Smith & Son, Liverpool 
Twe.veraes, Taomas, Kast End gone OI a Herts Feb 28 EJ Skinner, Old 


Warp, James, Stowmarket Febi1 Gudgeons & 
Weennsee Ewa, Tividale, Tipton, Staffs fe 17 i. & Co, Oldbury, ur 


Yats, Many Gitsert, Madeley, Salop Feb17 Thorn-Pudsey, Iron Bridge, Shropshire 


ga Engineer. Feb 24 











Lamotue, Rayuoxp Sytvais, 
High Court Pet Jan 15 
MeGese, Heonee, 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gasetie,—Faipvay, Jan. 17. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Catchall, 
Jan 13 Ord ‘Jan 13 
me Bree Catshill, 
Market Gard Wi 


Grosvenor sq, Chef Wassame, er = ghey: Game, Norwich, Builder Norwich Pe 


Brook st, 
pt wall, Builder | Waite Ms imo th rd, Stamford H 
1 E. CHAEL Merchant’ 
3 " Diamond iiigh Court Pet Jan 13 or 





ism, Hewzy, Bournemouth Poole Pet Jan 15 Ord Court Pet Dec 23 Ord 


ARNOLD & 00, H, phen, Manufacturers Manchester 
Pet Dec 81 Ord Jan 1 

Binon, Sypney Joax, Rochester, Baker Rochester Pet Dee 21 Ord Jan 14 
Jan14 Ord Jan 14 

Buaxey, Tom, Srentegiey, Yorks, Wheelwright Bradford dresser High Court Pet 
Pet Jan}3 Ord Jan 1 

CaxceLLon, Faepericx, Cor thall bidgs, Stockbroker High 
Court Pet Dec13 Ord Jan 14 

Careiess, Harry Martin, Maetua Careiess, and Anniz 
Jane Cargiess, Cambridge, Confectioners Cambridge | Porr, 


Pet Jan15 Ord Jan 15 
Builder 
Pet Jan 14 O:d Jan 14 


Caampers, Samvet, Swindon, 

Jani15 Ord Jan 15 
Cueteyyp, Hon R W, Wine Office ct High Court Pet} Ratourr, W D, and J W 
Nov15 Ord Jan 14 


r Pet Dec 


Piymouth Pet Jani3 Ord Jan 13 
Cutan, Faeperick Watter, Leicester, Butcher Leiceste: 


Moseas, Antaus Jamas, — rd, 

an 1 

Morrow, ALrazp, Same, = Manchester, Estate Agent 
Mancheste: 


Murray, Herpert, New Cross 
Osrzrmanxy, Avucusts, Oakley Ham 


Parmer, Francis H, Bedford 
urt Pet Decl? Ord Jan 

Parmer, Witiiam Hevxry Jouyx yr oo rd, Highbury 
h Court Pet Jan 14 Ord Jan 

warp Vaux, Somerset at, , eq High 

Court Pet Jan14 Ord Jan 14 

Swindon Pet| Rapourrz, Antoun Ernest, Northfleet, Kent Rochester 


Clothiers Leeds Pet Dec 23 Ord Jnn 1 

Caiu.os, Warren Harey, Plymou'h, Licensed Victualler} Rixow, Tuomas Lewis, Littleworth, or Favingdon, Berks, 
Farmer Swindon ‘Pet Jan15 ‘Ord Jan 1 

Sanperson, Lewis, Thurnscoe, Yorks, a Sheffield 


orth Bromsgrove, Worcs, jan 18 
ster Pet Jani13 Ord Jan 13 | Wit.iaMs, Tuomas, Deora: Bay, Denbigh, Builder Bangor 
High Pet Nov27 Ord Jan _ 


Amenities netige eietieted Do Het etches te the 
London 


6 ‘Ord Jan 18 Gazette of Jan 
rd, Baker Greenwich Pet Gaay, Erust, Bournemouth, Nurse Plymouth Pet Dec 6 
ad rd, Hair- oe 
a, i8 Ord Jan 13 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Jan 14: 
Penvietoy, Grores Boowee, } pata, Plumber Maa- 
chester Pet Oct 30 Ord J 


Ackvanp, Samvet, Gatiegee, Clay’ Dove, Balty 
man Jan 2at1230 10, an 
= Soe a oe Rochester, Baker oy 7. at 12.30 


‘OM, a Adwalton, Yorks, Wheelwright 
Jan 27 at il Off Kee, 29, Manor row, Bradford 

Burke, Anniz, Seaforth ‘Lanes, Draper Jan 2#athi Off 
Kee, 35, Victoria st 


ns, Kensington High 


Ratciirr, ape, Leeds, 


Pet Janil5 Ord Jan 15 Pet Jani4 Ord Jan 14 
Cox, Far perick, Holt, ar Wimborne, Cattle Dealer Poole Somorreto, Grosos Howarra, Hanging Heeton, nr Dews- Cuanke, Faeperice Guaaues, Laindon, mee Builder 
Ord Jan 14 Ord Jan 14 bury, Dealer Dewsb’ Pet Jan il Ord Jan U1 Jan 27 at12 14, row 
Covxne & Waatiey, Blackburn, Decorators Blackburn pen. _, Joux, Bitton, Glos, Farmer Bristol Pet | Core, Tuomas, ee Bay, Ramsgate, Licensed 
Pet Jan2 Ord Jan 13 Jani4 Ord Jan 14 Jan 25 at ll Res, Goa, Castle Gaeterbuy 
Dixon, Taomas Ropert, —— Carew, Durham, Brewer | Sazrrarp, Witiiam Tee Old Bailey, Producer of | Conevox, Witit ‘an 30 at 
E Gander old Sane - Deshi oy Ba: 8 eon a une a as Cov: ail in od ter Pomouth Severn Stoke, Worcester, 
Vans, JOHN, wy enbig’ pmo! NELLING, Epwarp, er EN * ’ 
refaredaang mee Dee eet San "Eee mee Ore 
TzMaUaic®, Heasert Harnison, Kingsw os, Ou! uTTox-MarTrnzw, Henry Jony, Gt or Lu 
fitter Bristol Pet Jan15 Ord Janis Luton Pet Jan 14 Ord Jan 14 Dasu, Wituiam, sop Zane Crarxz, Swindon, China Dealers 
Gneaves, James, Longton, pints, Grocer Stoke upon Owase, Avoceras Janse, Bémonton, Licensed Victualler Se Ra 1B. . ve 28, Rego’ ans cus, Swindon 
Lengo t.. - og B.. ; mie Pet Dec 30 Dealer Jan 25 at 10.30 Off Reo, 68a, matone, Funey Goode 


Houpsox, Jouw Rosert, Sowerby, nr Thirsk, York, Black- | Wainman, Water, Leeds, 
smith Northallerton Pet Jan11 Ord Jan 11 Ord Jan 14 








Laworue, Evozsiz Mantes Jeanne, Brook st, Grosvenor sq Wasp, \ Witu1aM, Wolverhampton, Coach Builder Wolver- aay, Brey Bournemouth, Nurse Jan 27 at 3 Gerston 


High Court Pet Jan15 Ord Jan 15 


Pet Jan13 Ord Jan 13 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 
FUND, LIMITED. 


aa, MOoOoRGATE 
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supervision of the Oorporation. 


under the rection and 
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Suitable Insurance Clauses for inserting in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Propérty, Settled by Counsel, will be sent 


on application. 
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Batyzs, Nost Auexayper Miytox, some or 8t 
Albans, Stockjobber Jan 28 at 11 ptey bidgs, 


Hawortn, Caaates Tuomas Tayion, Fulwood, nr Preston, 
Lancs, Baker Jan 25 at 11 Off Rec, 14, Chapel st, 


Hozy, Geonozr Evwix, HM Prison, Wakefield Jan 27 at 
10.30 Off Rec, 7, Regent st, Barnsley 

Hupsox, Joun Rosent, Sowerby, nr Thirsk, Yorke, Black- 

. Jan 28 at i Of 2c, 8, ‘Albert rd, Middles- 


Jxavis, 6 Wi1ttam, Allscott, Wrockwardine, Salop, 
Farmer Jan 28 at 11.30 Off Rec, 22, Swan hiil, 


Shre' 

Eres, a Wituam, Birmingham, Grocer Jan 29 at 

191, Corporation st, Birmingham 

mh... , ate, eo Cove. nr Wrentham, Suffolk, Dealer 
Jan 25 Bati2 Off Reo, 8, King st, Norwich 

Laxcasren, Groner, Kirkella, Yorks, Builder Jan 25 at 11 
off York City Bank chmbrs, Lowgate, Hull 

Mayxixng, Wiis, Catehill, North Bromsgrove, Worcs, 
Market Gardener Jan 27 at 11.30 Off Rec, 11, Copen- 


———* st, Worcester 
May, ‘osePH, Mor) , Yorks Jan 27 at 11 Bank chmbrs, 
tion et, Dews 
Murray, Hennerr New Cross rd, aged Jan 27 at 12 
132, York rd, Westminster Brid 
Ostermann, ‘Avaustr, Oakley sq. _ tead rd, Hair- 
dresser Jan 27 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Oxtoys, Tuomas Sipney, Egremont, Chester, Furniture 
Dealer Jan 27 at 2.30 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liver- 


poo 

Patuer, Wituram Henny Jouw, Framfield rd, Highbury 
Jan27at1 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

— arene Vate, Somerset st, 

oe ee bidgs, Carey st 

inne Os and J W Rarouirr, Holbeck, Leeds, 
Clothiers Jan 29ati1 Off Rec, 24, Bond st, Leeds 

Ropegr, Davin, Darlington, Draper "Jan 28 at 11 Off 
Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 

Roo, ARTHUR, Harrogate, Assistant Waterworks Engineer 
Jen $1 - 12.30 Off Rec, The Red House, Duncombe 

or’ 


P 
Rusarit, Arraur, Wilbarston, Northampton, Baker Jan 
27at12 Off Ree, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 
8rre1i1z, Joun Keswick, Cumberland, Fruiterer Jan 27 
at3 Court house, Cockermouth 
Sreauax, Henperr Epp. rston, Witton, Blackburn, Coal 
ag Jan 25 at 11.15 Off Rec, 14, Chapel st, 
ston 
Syute, Fraxcts Arice, Aston Manor, Fancy Goods Dealer 
Jan 29 at 12.30 191, porects ration at, Birmingham 
Voort, Freprrick, Notting m, Photo Engraver Jan 25 
atll Off Rec, 47, Full st, Derby 
Wamsuey, Davin, j un, Little > nr Grimsby, Joiner 
Jan 2% at 11 Uff Rec, 8t Mary’s chambers. Gt Grimsby 
Wei, Micuart Simon, Lynmouth rd, Stamford hill, 
—— Merchant Jan 27 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, 
ey st 


Portman sq Jan 29 at 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
— ~' am, Bournemouth Poole Pet Jan 15 Ord 
a a Jons, paeeatiee, Baker Rochester Pet 
Jan 14 Ord Jani 
Braxey, Tom, ‘Adwalt- n, Yorks, Wheelwright Bradford 
Pet Jani3 Ord Jan 13 
Canevess, Harry Martix, Mantua Careiess, and Axyiz 
Jane Cansiess, Cambridge, Confectioners Cambridge 
Pet Jan 15 Ord Jan 15 
CHamBers, Samurt, Swindon, Builder Pet 
Jan16 Ord Jan 15 
Guiana 1 Liosst Groros, Castle av, Highams Park, Com- 
rcial Traveller High C ourt Pet Dec 18 Ord Jan 14 
Connas. Farprricx Wa.tsr, Leicester, Butcher Leicester 
Pet Jan 15 Ord Jan 15 
Cox, Frepzaick, Blessiog Farm, Holt, nr Wimborne, 
Dorset, Cattle Dealer Poo'e Pet Jan14 Ord Jan 14 
CuiLps, Water Haray, Plymouth, Licensed Victualler 
br ng Ps - 18 Ord Jan 13 
ans, Jon, Jolwyn, Dinbigh, Ironmonger Bangor 
Pet Jan15 Ord Jan 15 z ° ° 
Favcxe, Moxtacu Axtuur, Gt Portland st High Court 
Pet Dec 20 Jan 13 
Firzmavaice, Hersext Harrisoy, Kingswood, Glos, Out- 
fitter Bristol Pet Jan15 Ord Jan 15 
Gray, Erue., Bournemouth, Nurse Plymouth Pet Dec 6 
Ord Jan 14 
Garaves, James, conrion, gant, Grocer Stoke upon Trent 
Pet Jani3 Ord Jan 1 | 
—_ Taomas Wasa, Rpinners End, Cradley Heath, 
hain Manufacturer Dudley Pet Nov 39 O.d Jan 14 


Swindon 


Hovsoyx, Jouxn Ropert, aoe, nr Thirsk, Yorke, Black- 
smith Northallerton fan il Ord Jan Il 

Lamorue, Evorsiz Manis | dng — st, Grosvenor sq 
High Court Pet Jan15 Ord Jan 1 

Lamotus, RarMonp Sy.Lvain, Brook. st, Grosvenor sq, 
Chef High Court Pet Jan i5 Ord Jan 15 

Les, Jous, and Fraxcis Wittiam an, Fue, 
Practical Engineers Plymouth Pet Dec Ord 
Jan 14 

McCcary, Ropert, Catchall, Sancreed, Cornwall, Builder 
Truro Pet Jani3 Ord Jan 13 

ManxinG, Wittiam, Catehill, North Bromagrove, Worcs, 
MarketGardener Worcester Pet Jan 13 Ord Jan 13 

Mortoomsay, IonarivsD, Kensington gardens sq, Lieu- 
tenant High Cuurt Pet Nové 0: Ld 

Osteruany, Aveusts, Oakley s,, Hampstead rd, Hair- 
dresser High Cowt Pet Jan 13 Ord Jan 13 

Patmer, Witttam Heney Jonny, Framfield rd, Highbury 
High Cout Pet Jan14 Ord Jan 14 


| Rapeurrs, AeTour Eunest, Northflest, Kent Rochester 


Pet Jani4 Ord Jan 14 

Rixox, Tuomas Lewis, Littleworth, nr Faringdon, Farmer 
Swindon Pet Jani5 Ord Jan 15 

Sanpersox, Lewis, Thurnscoe, Yorks, Grocer Sheffield 
Pet Jan 14 Urd Jan 14 

Scutrr, Szymour, Iiderton rd, South Denpentew, Tobacco 
Dealer High Court Pet Dec? Ord Jan 

Scnorie_p, Groree Howarta, Hanging on al nr Dews- 
bury, Fish Dealer Dewsbury Pet » Be 11 Ord Jan ll 

Snerprasp, Witu1am Hewney, Old Bailey, Producer of 
Printed Fabrica High Court Pet Jan 15 Ord Jan 15 


| Garu, Daster, losmeuse, song Wolverhampton 


Pet Nov21 Ord Jan 14 

Syztiuxe, Epwarp, Newport, Carriage Builder 
Newport, Mon Pet Jan 15 On »* 15 

Surton-Matruew, Heyey Jouy, Gt Plummers, nr Luton 
Luton PetJani4 Ord Jan 14 

Warp, Wittiam, Wolverhampton, Geachiatider Wolver- 
hampton Pet Jan13 Ord Jan 1 

Wart ine, Harry ~yy Norwich, Builder Norwich Pet 
Jan 14 Ord Jan 14 

London Gasette.—Torspay, Jan. 21. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 

Battey, Tnomas, Eastbourne, Tanner Tunbridge Wells 
Pet Dec7 Ord Jan 16 

Bovetet, Louis Hunry and Bovatet, Farperick Francis, 
Nassau st, Middlesex Hospital, Fine Art Agents High 
Court Pet Janis Ord Jan 18 

Browssrives, Ropert, - are Potato Merchant Leeds 
Pet Jan 17 Ord Jani 

Burrows, Davey, Liteham, Norfolk, Plumber Norwich 


Pet Jan 18 Ord Jan 18 
Streatham Wandsworth 


Burros, W. Rosy Seonsieie av, 
Pet Nov 26- Ord Jan 16 

Crark, Henry, Eastney, er. Builder Portsmouth 

PetJan17 Ord Jan 1 


Davis, E.1sa8, Sheffiela, Hay and Straw Dealer Sheffield 


Pet Dec 17 Ord Jan 1 
Dext, Rosert, natal on Tyne, Carting Contractor 
Newcastle on Tyne Pet Jan18 Ord Jan 18 
Dickxixsow, Marcaset Ciope, Bournemouth Poole Pet 


Jani17 Ord Jan 17 

DitcurreLp, Georges, Withi aay ietey Plumber Man- 
chester Pet Jan17 Ord 

Dee a, Liverpool, Tailor, maand Pet Dec 31 
0 i 

Frost, George Horton, Junr, Boston, Lincs, Insurance 
Collector Boston Pet Jan 17 Ord Jan 17 

HanpoastTLe. bf er ar ~ Financial Agent High 
Bourt Pet Dec4 Jan17 

Hitt, Jesse, Epsom Downs, pain aaa Victualler 
High Court Pet Dec 30 Ord Jan 1 

Hiast, WiHypeRT, Oldham, Lanes, Stripper Oldham Pet 
Jan 16 Ord Jan 16 

Joxxs, Horace, na pa Builder Northampton Pet 
Dee 21 Ord Jan 

Lerner, Jonx Henry, Tasost rd, Mechanical Engineer High 
Court Pet Janié Ord Jan 16 

Lzonarp, Extas, Soham, Cambs, Carpenter Cambridge 
Pet Jani8 Ord Jan 18 

Lueweiys, Evan, and Liewetyw Liewetyy, peatyeeas, 
Painters Pontypridd Pet Jani7 Ord Jan 

Mies, Avucustus Freorrick, John st, Bedford Tow, 
Solicitor High Court Pet ‘Bept 4 Ord Dee 18 

Peacoox, Avice, Leighton Buzzard, Confectioner Luton 
Pet Jan3 Ord Jan 16 

Perueza, Witt1aM Ropert, Fernlea rd, Balham, Consulting 
Engineer Wands dsworth Pet Deci7 Ord Jan 16 

Porter, Frepgeeick Rosert, High st, Stoke Newington, 
Grocer High Court Pet Jan15 Ord Jan 15 





The Oldest Insurance 


+, 





Cop:ed from Polley dated 1726, 


SUN. 


lasurances effected against the following risks :— 


PERSONAL ACCIDENT, 
S{CKNESS and DISEASE.] and BMPLOYéRS' LIABILITY 
Ne ’ FIDELITY GUARANTEE, 
BORGLARY, 


Office in the World. 


FIRE OFFICE 


FOUNDED 1710. 


Heap Orvice: 
63, THREADNEEDLE ST., E.C. 





FIRE. 
WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION 


including ACCIDENTS TO 
DOMESTIC SERVANTS. 


Law Courts Branch: 40, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 


A. W. COUSINS, 


FUNDS IN HAND . 


District Manager. 


- £2,546,328. 


Luton Pet Jan 18 Ord Jan 18 


Jan18 Ord Jan 18 

noe, seseeapenen, Sache, Fruiterer Leeds Pet Jan 15 

6b 
Seat, Maztix, Montserrat rd, Putney Wandsworth Pet 
Sept 6 Ord Jan 16 

Steere, James WIM, haat, Commercial Traveller. 
Leeds Pet Jani7 Ord Jan 17 

Tuomas, Geoxnce Hexry, seuthend | \ Sea, Builder 
Chelmsford Pet Oct 25 Ord Jan 1 

Towers, Hagey, and Joun A.Fazp Towsas, Saw in 
Wharf Leeds 


edale, Yorks, Plumbers Jan i? 
Ord Jan 17 
Vaagtey, Joz Seren. and Srowez Suitn, Leeds, Clothiers 
Leeds Pet Jani? Ord Jan 1 


Warnes, oe SNELLING, 1 BOS Tobacconist Gt 
Yarmouth Pet Jan 17 = ut Sent 17 

Warkiss, Tuomas, Deri, , SED Merthyr 

fii Pet Jan 16 Ora i 

Woop, Geores B, London Contral | Markets, Farringdon st, 

Meat Salesman High Court Pet Oct 30 Ord Jan 16 
Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Dec 3: 

Mac.vure Broruens, we Commission Agenta Liver. 
pool Pet Nov 15 Ord Nov 28 
Amended notice substituted for that published in the 

London Gazette of Jan 17: 

Wettis, Tuomas, Heaton Norris, Stockport, Manufacturer 

Manchester Pet Dec 31 Ord Jan 13 
FIRST MEETINGS. 

Atper, Henry, Bournemouth Jan 30 at 3 Messrs Curtis 
& Son, 158, ” Old Christchurch rd, Bournemouth 

Attonsy, Eowaap Wr1sox, Oaklea, nr Datton in Furness, 
Pouitry Farmer Jan 29 at 11.15 O# Rec, 16, Corn- 
walls st, Barrow in Furness 

Bova.et, Louis Henry, and Farpesice Francis Bour.er, 
Nassau st, Middlesex Hospital, yo ee Makers 
Jan 30 at 2 30 bidgs, 

Baownseipes, Rosert, Leeds, Potato pn Jan 30 
at 11.30 Off Rec, 24, Bond ‘st, Leeds 

Borarows, Davey, Litcham, Norfolk, Plumber Jan_29 at 
12 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich’ 

Burton, W Rosy, Barcombeay, streatham Jan 31 at 11.30 
132,’ York rd, Westminster Brid 

CHANCELLOR Fagpruicr, ae bidgs, Stock broker 
Jan 30 at 11 Bankruptcy Didge, O 

Cuampers, Samcst, Swindon, bs "31 at3.30 Off 

, 38, Regent arcus, Swindon 
Cnet wrx, Hon R W, Wine Office ct Jan 30 at1 Bank 
ptey bldg, Carey st 

Canes, atten Hager, Plymouth, Licensed Victuallee 
Jan 29at12 7, Buckland ter, Piymouth 

Crakk, Hewey, , Portsmouth, Builder Jan 20 at 
8 Off Rec, Cambri june, igh ‘st, Portsmouth 

Cotsan, Freperick WaxtTEa, Leicester, e sgregs Jan 2 
at 12.30 Off Reo, 1, Berridge st, Leiceste: 

Cox, Frepgnios, Halt, or Wimborne, Dorset, "Cattle Dealer 
‘Jan 30 at 2 Measrs Curtis & Son, 158 Uld Christchurch 


rd, Bournemouth 
Davizs, Avrarp, Chester, Jeweller Jan 31 at 12 Crypt 
80 at 3.30 Mesars 


chmbrs, East gate row, Chester 
Sey, a Crops Jan 30 
158, Old Alene oe rd, Bournemouth 
mA. I, ~~ Garrison, Kingswood, Glos , Out 
fitter Jan 29 at ry? 45 Off Rec in Bankruptcy, 26, 
Baldwin st, Bristol 
FaetTwe.u, Wiuttas, Mirfield, Yorks, Nurseryman Jan 


81 at1l Bank chmbrs, Corporation st, Dewsbury 
Greaves, James, bag ne Jan 29 at 3 
0) , King st, ewcastle, 8 


Harpcastir, Wi.xi1am, Worship st, Financial Agent Jan 
$1 at 2.36 Bankruptcy blégs, Carey st 

Huu, Jessr, os ced Downs, ae Victualler Feb 8 at 
12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey 

Hoans, J James, Sper yr p Sma ag Jan 30at12 Off Ree, 
31, 





ie Evoents Manis Jeayne, Brook st, Grosvenor sq 
Jan 81ati2 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Lamotse, Raymond Sy.Vain, Brook st, oh, Deoprener sy Jan 
81 at 12.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Laxepon, Frank, Bradworthy, agers Saddler Jan 29 at 
3.15 94, High st, Barnsta: 

Leper, = Henny, Essex , Mechanica Engineer Jan 
29 a Bankruptcy bldgs, 

Liew vot eo and LLews.iyyx iseeten: Hopkins- 
town, Pontypridd, Painters Pontypridd Jan 81 at 
10.30 Post Office chmbrs, Pontypridd 

MoCuary, Rosgat, Catchall, anemen, 6 Sosuee, Builder 


Jan 30 at12 Off Rec, Boscawen st, T 
Mites, Aveustus Frepsxicx, John Bedford row, 
Bolicitor Jan 29 at 11 Basikruptcy b , Carey st 


Mires, Aetaus Jou, tes 
Jan 29 at 10.30 Off Rec, 68a, Castle st, Canterbury 
Moopy, Jamas Epwasp, Gt Grimsby, Posh Jan 29 at 11 

on Rec, 8t ’s chmbra, Gt 
Mozoas, Agraur AMES, ~~ rd, "Putham Jan 81 
atll Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Moaroyx, A.rrep, Denton, nr Manchester, Estate Agent 
an29at3 Off_Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 
Prvuse, WituiaM Ropeert, Fernlea rd, Balham are 
Engineer Jan 30 at 12 132, York rd, Westm 


Bri 
Pou, a Barrow in Furness, Confectioner Jan 20 
at 7 Of 16, Cornwallis st, + <5 Farness 
Porter, Freprxick BERT, High st, Stuke Newington, 
Grocer Jan 29 at 1 Bankru y bides, Carey ot 
RapDOoLirre, ARTHUB rye Kent Feb 


at 12.18 115, High st, 
8, King 


Ripcey, iecanaton Leeds -Jan 3) at 11 Off Rec, M, 
Bond st Leeds 


Rixon, Taomas Lewis, Littleworth, nr Faringdon, Berks, 
Farmer Jan 31 at 3 Off Rec, 38, Regent circus, 


Swindon 
moms, 5 Exnest Anruve, 





Leicester, Picture Frame 
| = Jan 29 at 11 Ont Hae, Oastle pl Pack ou Notioghaas 


Punters, Wiii1am Epowarp, Luton, Straw Hat Manufage ~ 
turer F 
Reeve, Gonos, Caston, Norfolk, Baker Norwich Pet : 


may) GEORGE, Cation, "Norfolk, B Baker Jan 29 at 12.15 | 


















oker 
Off 
anke 


aller 
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Saypenson, Lewis, Tharnscoe, zoe, Saree Jan 30 at 12 
Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 
Garson, J Josgra Epucxp, 8t. Helens, Lance, Glass Dealer 
Jan 2 atll Off Reo, 35, Victoria’ st, Liverpool 
ScuorrmeLp, Grorce Howartn, g Heaton, nr Dews- 
Greengrocer Jan 31 at 12 Bank ‘chambers, 
Corporation st, Dewsbury 
Seat, Mantix, Montserrat rd, Patney Jan 30 at 11.30 


132, York rd, Westminster Bridge 
SHEERE, Epaak Joux, Golden Valley, a. % Glos, 
Farmer Jan 29 at 11.30 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, 
Bristol 
Producer of 


Suspuerv, Wittram Hewry, Old Bailey, 
Prin’ . Fabrics Jan 29 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Carey 


SurrHsoy, Rosen, Sheffield, Cabinet Case Maker Jan 30 
at 11.30 Off Rec, Figtree in, ~w 
ae... James WILuram, Leeds, ial Travell 
Jan 31 at 11 Off Ree, 24, Boni st, Leeds 
Towers, Harry, and Jonw Avrazp *Towsrs, Burley in 
Wharfedal a 5 Plumbers Jan 30 at 12 Off Rec, 





1908 
PLEASURE CRUISES 
TO SUNNY LANDS 


PORTUGAL. | BY THE 

| 
BALEARIC ORIENT COMPANY’S 
PALES? 5,453 tons; 7,500 horse power, 
EGYPT. Sist January to 10th + nal 
co 12th February to 13th March 
TURKEY. 14th March to 10th I 
GREECE. | ith April to 23rd April. 


psoas: F. Sine aml and ANDERSON, ANDER- 
SON, & CO., London, 


to t 
eS at 5, Fenchurch-avenue, ne koe o° apply the latter 





st, 

Vaaury, Jox Steruey, and Sypyey Surana, Leeds, Clot 
Jan 31 at12 Off Ree, 24, st, 

Warsuan, WALTER, Leeds, Tailor Jan 29 at 12 Off Rec, 
24, Bond st, Leeds 


Warp, Wittam, Wolverhampton, Coach Builder Jan 31 
atll Off Rec, Wolverham: 

Wanvesk, Hexpert Sxeviixe, Lowestoft, Tobacconist Jan 
29 at 3.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Wattixe, Basen Bixon, Sprowston, ane + op Builder 
Jan 29 at 12.30 Off Reo, 8, King st, Norwi 

Wasrwooo,, Dd ng) Cannock, Staffs, = Jan 31 at 
11.30 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

Wires, Wrutes, Wellesley rd 
Agent Jan 30at2 Ship Hoyel Mareet | I, Grinbech 

Wooo, ¢ Georae B, London Central Markets, arringdon st, 

t Salesman Jan 90 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, 


i st 
ADJUDIC ATIONS. 
Bastr, Gezorcz Hurcoutrsoy, Horsham, Tailor Brighton 
Pet Dec6 Ord Jan 16 
Baowxpaipcr, Ropert, Leeds, Potato Merchant Leeds 
Pet Jani7 Ord Jan 17 
I Bs Hants, Tailor Portsmouth Pet 


Burnows, Davey, Etcham, Norfolk, Plumber Norwich 
Pet Janis Ord Jan 1 

Burton, James Keanu, Selby, Yorks, Solicitor York 
Pet Jan2 Ord Jan 

C.aex, Hewny, Eastney ;, ea h, Builder Portsmouth 
Pet Jan 17 Ord p At 17 

Crasxe, Faxpericxk Caaates, Laindon, Essex, Builder 
Chelmsford Pet Decil Ord Jan 15 

Coryz, Perse, and Jouw Tuomas Wuattiry, Blackburn, 

tors Blackburn Pet Jan2 Ord Jan 17 

Dsnxt, Rosert, Newcastle on Tyne, Carting Contractor 
Neweastle on Tyne Pet Jan 18 Ord Jan 18 

Dickinson, Marcaret Cropsz, Bournemouth Poole Pet 
Jan 17 Ord Jan 17 

Dironrietp, Gzorer, Withington, Plumber Manchester 
Pet Jan17 Ord Jan 17 

Daasutis, Joux, Liverpool, Tailor Liverpool Pet Dec 31 
Ord Jan 17 


Faost, Gzoxes Horror, jun, Boston, Lines, I Col- 
) 





i. i yn 


EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY 


INTEREST SOCIETY, Limited, 
10, LANCASTER PLACE, STRAND, W.C. 
ESTABLISHED 1885. CAPITAL, £500,000. 


Interest on Loans may be Oapitalised. 
C. E oer Joint 
F. H. CLAYTON, § Secretaries. 


—o ROW (East Side).—To be Let, 

uiet and desirable Offices, including 

Suites “overlooking y Gray’ 8-inn - gardens ; electric light ; 

moderate rentals. BRD Messrs. Lanper, BEDELLs, & 
Cromptoyr, Architects wall Gunveyors, 6, John-street, 

ford-row, W.c. 


RANCE.— Articled Clerk.—A Paris 
Avocat, with International cam Practice, will take 
the poet head a ‘City Solicitor; no premium can be accepted ; 
3 references exchanged.—Avocat, 21, 











oe arranged ; 
ry Le Peletier. Paris. 
M' ONEY.— Mortgage Money Available 
immediately, £10, 000. £7,000, and coat smaller 
; also in Fe (000, and March ; large 
~— ‘also available for Bi Finance. ance. ADpy Mens 
Morpaxt, Surveyors, 9 and 10, Fenchurch-street, B.C. 





£20k 00, 000 ) tase: Ratvay Pree yy 
connegtion with rich collieries ee 





lector Boston Pet anl7 Ord Jan 17 
-— Herbert Py Worthing, Builder Brighton 
et Dec 20 Ord Jan 17 
Baer, Warnes, Oldham, Grinder Oldham Pet Jan 16 


Laser, Joux Henny, Essex rd, Mechanical Engineer High 
Court Pet Janié Ord Jan 16 _ 

Lurwetrs, Evan, and Liswetys Liswevyrn, Pontypridd, 
Painters Pontypridd Pet Jan17 Ord Jan 17 

Mansaatt, Witiiam, Plumstead, Mostale Cable Jointer 
Greenwich Pet Jan9 Ord Jan 1 

Porz, Epwarp Vatiz, Somerset “ "Suton sq High 

. ae Pet Jan + vag ae tants fal 

‘ORTER, FaepERICK Bert, Hig! e Newington, 
High Court Pet Jan 15 "Ord Jan 10 

Puster, Wittiam Epwarp, Luton, Straw Hat Manufac- 
turer Luton Pet Jan 18 Ord Jan 18 

Resvs, Grorae, — Norfolk, Baker Norwich Pet 


Jani8 Ord Jan 

ae Canistornen, Leeds Leeds Pet Jan 15 Ord 
fan 15 

Roperr, Davin, Darlington, Draper Stockton on Tees 
Pet Dee 13 Ord Jan 16 

Roryer, Wa.ter, Dulwich Wood pk, Dulwich, Surrey, 
Ship Brokers h Court Pet Jan8 Ord Jan 18 

Scurozpen, Henry Saucpaam, London wall High Court 

Leeds, Commercial Traveller 


Pet April3 Ord Jan 16 
BLE, JaMes WILLIA 
Leeds Pet Jani7 Ord Jan 17 


Towzrs Haney and Joun A:iraep Tows Burley in 
Wharfedale, Yorks, Plumbers Leeds ‘et Jan 17 

=, ee Rhyl, Fist, Cosl Moreh 
exer, Pency, nr in ant 
Hanley Pet Decé Ord Jan 


Vasuzy, Joz Steruzy, and Sy ~4 mat, Leeds, Clothiers 
Leeds Pet Jani7 Ord Jan 17 

Warsuax, Warren, Leeds, Tailor Leeds Pet Dec 30 
Ord Jan 16 

Watxer, Watrer Cuaries, and Reromatp Fpwarp 

MING, Gracechurch st, Manufacturers’ 

High Court Pet Nov 25 Ord Jan 16 

Waanen, Hersert Sxetuinc, Lowestoft, Tobacconist Gt 
Yarmouth Pet Jani7 Ord Jan 17 

bet Tuomas, Deri, Glam, Timberman Merthyr 

Stamford 


Pet Jan16 Ord Jan 16 

Wen, Miosast Simox, Lynmouth rd, hi 

Diamond Merchant High Court PetJani Ord Jan 17 

Watts, Tomas, Manchester, Manufacturer Manchester 
Pet Dec 31 Ord Jan 17 

Wriiatnsx1, Samvet, nem, Tailor Brentford Pet 
Novill Ord Jan 1 


1 Digg by POST, £20 to £5,000 on note 

4 hand, without muretioe; information and terms 
charge whatever unless advance made. —Apply, in 

cnetiaencs Tae Tus Mivtaxp Discount Co., Lp., Leicester. 


wy 





First aid sch 6 per Cent. Debentures 
PA £10 a vale in well-known Industrial 
ying a good 
tion to 

» 100, 





JUDICATURE FORM CASE. 


24 Divisions, Prices from 34/- 
Wastrated Liat Free on application. 


PARTRIDGE & COOPER, Ltd., 


191 & 192, PLEET STREET, LONDON, &.c. 
The Companies Acts, 1862 to 1900. 








AUTHORITY 


uisite under the above Acts on the 
Every req’ : supplied 


The BOOKS and FORMS kept in Stock for immediate use. 
8a Cunrirroa’ &o. wed and 
ARE ys ereere' TES, las ’ 
Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & GCO., 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &o. 
42, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C. (corner of 
Serjeants’ Inn). 


Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 
Telephone: 602 Holborn. 


EDE, SON AND RAVENSCROFT 


Fouxpep i Tae Retox or Winiam & Maar, 1689. 
ROBE COURT 

MAKERS. TAILORS. 
To H.M. THE KING & H.M. THE QUEEN. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


LBVBB SUITS IN CLOTH & VBLVBT. 
Wigs for Registrars, Town Olerks, & Coroners, 
CORPORATION ¢ UNIVERSITY GOWNS. 


93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 














AW.—GREAT SAVING. — For 


pa a STE 





a. a, 
4 pisteocte Coates oe o« O 8 per sheet. 
Briefs and oe oo 2 8 per 20 folios, 
Bete iad Hand os ove 0 2 per folio, 
Deeds Abstracted os ov 2 O per sheet, 
Full Copies ses Deen! op OS folio. 
PAPER.— 14. per sheet; Draft, 4d. ditto ; 
Parchment, 1s. 6d. to @a. per kin. 


KERR & LANHAM, 16, Furnival-street, Holborn, E.C. 


J C. WHITHAM, Solicitors’ AUDITOR 
e and COSTSMAN. —86, Wellclose-mount, Leeds, 


R “ 
otanerg (age 31), with Practising ~~ 

















Lizams, Tuomas, Catt Bay, Denbigh, Builder Bangor 
aug oa Ont Jan it . eee 
» Kensington nih | Ea 


Woop, Sir Marr 


TTasw, Princes 
Court Pet July 4 ‘Ord Jan 16 


with er without a view to scrap - available ; 
has experience as and 
OGuliitoes Yours aad Weekly Rerenter® Gites sr 
Ph nenne Hh Ww.c, . ‘ 
SOLS ORe CLERKS. PP yg mag od 
ms —. ee J. Norra, ‘A 
AW COSTS.—Testimonial: ‘‘ Aug. 30th, 
1907.—Mr. HARCOURT SMITH has just 
the drafting of a c in the 
up of a considerable estate to our entire 
we have no in to 


THE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 
LIMITED 


(Estasrisurp 1828), 


The Society has moved from 17, King’s Arms-yard to 
80, COLEMAN STREET, E.O. 


19th CENTURY BUILDING SOCIETY, 


ADELAIDE PLACE, LONDON BRIDGE, £.C, 
Assets 


«= @ # -@162,000. 











a aks 
LICITORS ha 
y London ot ring 


sen ee for cash) by 
br ending 
No. 4080 A Avenue, ~~ 
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When called upon to advise 
as to Legacies, please do not 
forget the claims of 


Tne MIDDLESEX 
HOSPITAL 


Which is urgently in need of funds for 
its humane work, This includes, besides 
the work among in-patients and out- 
patients usual to a large General 
London Hospital, the maintenance 
of a Convalescent Home at the 
reaside (found to be so necessary in 
many cases to complete the healing work 
begun in the Hospital), and the 
portant work of Gancer Research 
and the reception ina Special Wing 
of patients suffering from Cancer, who 


im- 


may remain there until death puts an 
end to their sufferings. 


Tue Mippiesex Hosrrrat, 
Lonpon, W. 


ST. JOHN’S HOSPITAL 
FOR DISEASES OF THE SKIN (incorporated), 
In-Patient Department, Uxbridge Road, W. 
Offices and Out-Patient Department, 
LEICESTER SQUARE, W.C. 


President: THE EARL O¥ CHESTERFTELD. 
8 
Vice-Presidents } 80. EDWARD SASSOON, Br., M.P. 
Treasurer: GUY PYM, Esq. 


This Institution was founded in 1868, and is the only 


specially constructed Skin Hospital in London. Number of 
patients yearly, 8,000 ; number of attendances, 36,000. 


FREB TO THE NECESSITOUS POOR. 
HELP IN DONATIONS AND LECACIES 


URGENTLY NEEDED. 
Bankers: London and Westminster Bank, Limited, 
St, James’s-square, 8.W. 
Secretary-fuperintendent: GEO. A. ARNAUDIN. 


BRAN D’S 


Al 
SOUPS. 


Of all Descriptions. 
Finest Quality only. 
Sold everywhere. 








BRAND & ©O., Ltd., MAYFAIR, W 


wanes EPPS’S tine ony. 


SORENESS AND DRYNESS. 
HOARSENESS, TICKLING AND IRRITATION. 


THROAT ~ COUGH 


SOFTEN AND CLEAR THE VOICE. 
ALWAYS EFFECTIVE, 


72°—_JUJUBES—13: 


JAMES EPPS & OO., I44., Homeopathic Chemiste, 
London. 








OOLOGICAL GAaARDENS.— 

een” DAILY from 9 a.m. until sunset. Admission 
on Sundays, Fellowe and Fellows’ Orders only. Mondays, 
6a. ; whhee Gays, is. Children, 64, 





ST. ANDREW’S HOSPITAL 
FOR MENTAL DISEASES, 
NORTHAMPTON. 


For the Upper and W | Middie Glasses only. 


PRESIDENT : 
THE RIGHT HON. THE EARL SPENCER, E.G. 


The Institution is pleasantly situated, and is surrounded 
by more than 100 acres of park and pleasure grounds. 

The terms vary from 81s. 6d. to £4 4s. Od. a week, accord- 
ing. to the requirements of the -_ Adtentente. 

atients paying er rates can have Special 

Horses and at and Private Rooms in the Hospital, 
or in Detached Villas in the Grounds of the Hospital ; or at 
youlen Park, a branch establishment, two miles from the 


For further particulars apply to the Medical Superin- 
tendent. 


BRYN-Y-NEUADD HALL, LLANPAIRFECHAN, 
The Seaside House of St. Andrew's Hospital. 


The Hall is beautifully situated in a Park of 280 acres 
close to the sea, and in the midst of the finest scenery in 
North Wales. 

Patients belonging to the Hospital (or Boarders) may go 
for long or short periods. 

For further particulars apply to the Medical Superinten- 
dent, 8t. Andrew’s Hospital, Northampton. 


BUNTINGFORD RETREAT AND 
SANATORIUM. 
FOR CENTLEMEN SUFFERING FROM INEBRIETY OR 
ABUSE OF DRUCS. 





Seen ae under the Inebriates Acts. 
0 Resident Physicians. 


Terme 1} to 3} Guineas. 3} mile from Station, G.E.R. 
Telephone : P.O. 8, Buntingford. Telegraphic Address: 


“* SUPERINTENDENT, HILLSIDE, BUATINGFORD.” 
Treatment of INEBRIETY. 


DALRYMPLE HOUSE. 


RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 
For Gentlemen, under the Act and privately. 


For Terms, &c., a) pl to 
res Pd D. HOGG, M.R.C.B., &e., 
fedical Supsri 


Telephone: P.O. 16, Ricamansworrs. 


INEBRIET Y. 








MELBOURNE HOUSE, LEICESTER. 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES, 

Medical Attendant: ROBERT SEVESTRE, M.A., 
M.D. (Camb.). Principal: H. M. RILEY, Assoc. Boe. 
Study of «eae. Thirty years’ Experience. Excellent 

References. For terms and particulars 
apply Miss RILEY, or the Principal. 


Teteoraruic Appagss: “ MEDICAL, LEICESTER.” 


INEBRIETY, ABUSE OF DRUGS. 
TOWER HOUSE, 


AVENUE ROAD, LEICESTER, 
PRIVATE HIGH-CLASS HOME FOR LADIES. 
(EsTaBiisaep 1864.) 

Excellent Medical References. 

Medical Attendant, A. V. Clarke, M.A,, M.D. (Cantab.). 
For terms and particulars apply to Mrs. Mri, 
Telegrams, “* Theobald,” Leicester. 








S, FISHER, 188, Strand. 





PERIODICAL SALES. 
ESTABLISHED 1843. 
ESSRS. H. E. FOSTER & CRANFIE 
oon». to ian, Milner, & Oo.) ¢ 
Panne cates 


Shares and De' bentures, 
Mortgage Debte and Bonds, and 
URSDAYS in each 


lay, J uly 16 
ureday, August 6 





May 7 
Thursday, May 21 
Thursday, June 4 
Thursday, June 18 
Thursday, July 2 
Offices, 6, Poultry, London, E.C. Tel 
a. London.” Tel. Nos, 999 and 1000 
Yentral. 








PERIODICAL PROPERTY AUCTIONS a 


meeRs. H. E. FOSTER & CRANE 
are held a! 
third W. 


conemnes et their PROPERTY ne ON! , 


the Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, 
ys in every month thro’ 
The dates fixed for 1908 are as follows: — 


‘Wednesday, February 5 
Wednesday, February 19 


0 
at the year. 





respectfully invi 
Auctioneers, at their Offices, 6, Poultry, London, 
Tel ~¥ Mh ae ee London. a Ta. Nos. 999 
1000 Bank, and 8539 Centr 





FURNISHED AND UNFURNISHED 
and 


FLATS . TOWN 
COUNTRY HOUSE 


OF EVERY DESCRIPTION 
Also SHOPS and OFFICES: | 


FOR FULL PARTICULARS APPLY TO 


Mr. F. J. Ronald 


Surveyor, Valuer, Auctioneer, & Estate Agent, 
BELGRAVIA .oee ae 
ts VICTORIA at} § . Ww. 


2560 Victe 
“ DECIDEABLE, TONDONS 








Telephones - - 
Telegrams - - = 


nh set ie ld ala a 





ESSRS. HERRING, SON, & DAW, 
AUCTIONEERS, ESTATE AGENTS, VALUERS ” 


Sanitary and Mortgage Surveyors, 
12, OLD JEWRY CHAMBERS, E. ., 
and 308, BRIXTON HILL, 8.W. ~ 
(Established 1773.) 
Telephone Nos.—“ 5964 Bank,”’ “ 130 Streatham.’ 
Telegrams—“ Oldest, London.” 





AUCTION SALES. 


WV ESSRS. FIELD, SONS, & GLASIEBR 

de AUCTIONS take place MONTHLY, at the M 
and include every description of Property. Printed 

can be had on application at their Offices, Messrs. \d 
Sons, & Glasier undertake Surveys of all kinds, and giv 
special — to Rating an Compensation Cl 
Offices, 54, Bo High-street, 8.E., and 17, Tokenho 
yard, E.C. feent tw the Auction Mart). 


EATHERALL & GREEN, 
Barre URANCERY LAN LANE, ¥ ze We. ee: 


556, 

Will hold AUCTION, vat the MART, om 
January 27 May 4 July 
March 2 May 25 
March 30 June 22 
April 13 July 6 
of LANDED and Bowen J paoenntaes, Ground 
Reversions, &c. Messrs. Weatherall & Green 
and advise on compensation and rating cases and 
for all purposes, 


M ASKELYNE and DEVAN? 
i MYSTERIES, St. George’s Hall, W.—Daily at 3 
8, Mr. Maskelyne’s ‘ Spectres of the Sanctum, | te paren 
buman forms ma become solid. em 

in full light. 

Clark, Joad Heteb, and 
Children under 12 half-price. 








y Gammon. 
"Phone, 1545 Meyfain 


| November 4 
December 14 








